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Title: Selected Experiences of Boys and Girls Entering the
Community of Ketchikan, Alaska from Correctional Schools.
Janet W柳te
The purpose of this study was to explore differences in self-
reported experiences of fifteen boys a n.d girls who were released
from correctional schools from June 24, 1965, to May 16, 1967,
into the community of Ketchikan, Alaska, from a control group of
nineteen who had not been in correctional institutions , who were
matched by sex, age , and race.
Between the dates of July 16, 1967 , to September 13 , 1967 , I
interviewed and administered a questiortnaire tOl'each respondent in
aboth groups. The respondents , ranging in age from 14 years to 20
years , were seen in the welfare office , the person' s horne or foster
horne , the jail, other institutions and other settings.
The items that I chose for the questionnaire were those from
the Seattle Atlantic Street Center ’s Student Opinion Survey with re-
gard to the following six classifications:
1. Report of delinquent behavior.
2. Attitude toward community norms.
3. Delinquent friends.
4. Perception of community reaction to deviance.
5. Integration in neighborhood.
6. Activities and companions in activities.
The significance of the difference of the responses of the two
groups was determined by the chi - square test of significance at the 5
per cent level of confidence. Because of the smallnes s of the two
groups and because of the lack of random. sam.pling in the selection
of the second group , the findings could not be considered conclusions
applicable to a larger population. However , generalizations as
speculations to suggest further research and principles for action
were m.ade.
There were both sim.ilarities and differences in the two groups.
The releasees adm.itted m.ore m.isbehavior and knew young people in
si :milar circum.stances. Both groups were objective about friends ,
3drank liquor (with different meaning and consequences) , thought they
were expected to finish high school, expected punishment for mis ...
behavior , and thought they had a chance of being caught for misbe-
havior by the police. The average or normal youngster had higher
aspirations , expectations and attainment: at school, work and
play. The releasees participated more in unorganized activity and
were more apt to be with the "gang" or "loners. "
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
The aim of this study is to explore differences in self-reported
experiences of the boys and girls who were released from correc-
tional schools from June 24, 1965, to May 16, 1967 , into the
community of Ketchikan, Alaska, from acontrol group ‘ who had not
been in correctional institutions.
1. STATEMENT OF PROBLEM
In the spring quarter of the academic year 1966-67 at Portland
State College Graduate School of Social Work, I was a member of a
research group 1 which reviewed the literature and discus sed ways of
doing research on institutionalized juvenile delinquents returned to
their communities.
As an Alaskan since 1953 and as a child welfare worker in
Ketchikan from 1956 to 1966 , I realized that now would be a good
time for the commun.ities of this new State to foster some research
1This group proceeded to complete the study: ThomasDeJardin
et a l., J ’The Assessment of Subjective Experiences of Boys Entering
the Community from a Correctional School' ’ (unpubli shed Maste r ’s
thesis , School of Social Work, Portland State College , 1968).
aabout what was happening to their young people in trouble. The
social structure was changing so rapidly that it was affecting young
people ’s behavior. . Because· of the small siz응 of the population and
the multiple natural physical boundaries within the area, the pro-
cesses of change were visible and potential study samples were
readily identifiable.
This change was occurring rapidly in two major ways. First,
Alaska was moving from a rural wilderness inhabited by natives ,
adventurers and pioneers to a more urban-centered frontier with a
preponderantly middle-class population which was expanding. The
mixtu re of people s created confrontation of culture s wi thin a shifting
economic system. Second, the advent of statehood on January 3 ,
L959 , initiated a reorganization of government from that of a colonial
territory to that of an independent state. Some of the processes in-
volved in these changes inevitably affected the nature of deviant be-
havior as well as the laws concerning the apprehension, treatment
and control of delinquents.
Ketchikan , as well as the rest of Alaska , continued to undergo
many physical, economic and social changes due to heavy immigra-
tion , from the rest ofthe United States since the 1940 ’s. One result
in the early 1950 ’s was a new town administration which decided to
control juvenile delinquency. This resulted in the building of a de-
tention home in Ketchikan in 1957 , the first ever built in an
3Alaskan town.
With Statehood, the State Youth and Adult Authority becam.e the
agency which had jurisdiction over all juvenile program.s in the field
of corrections , including this detention hom.e. Institutions in Wash-
ington, California, Colorado and Montana continued to provide care
by contract for some boys and girls whom the State Juvenile Court
occasionally committed to the Alaska Youth and Adult Authority for
care , custody and treatment. In addition, this Authority used the
Alcantra Youth Conservation Camp and School opened June 19 , 1960,
at Wasilla, Alaska. The name of the Authority was changed to the
Division of Corrections , October 1, 1968.
In the early 1960 ’s Alaska State agencies began planning the
building of a large residential juvenile diagnostic and treatment
center in Anchorage. This McLaughlin Center was to open in the
summe r of 1968 a s Alaska ’ s first major effort in full-scale treatment
of youth in an institutional setting. Throughout the planning period
there were differing points of view about how progressive a step
this was to be.
Some people thought of this proposed center as ’'the initiati on
of an institutional treatment program so advanced in some areas
that it could well serve as a pilot for similar programs throughout
4l
the country. ,,- The development of this institution to serve a par-
ticular population reflected awareness of the inadequacy of sending
young people to other states far from home to communities very dif-
ferent from their own. Mr. Lauber , Director of the Youth and
Adult Authority and Juvenile Judge in Ketchikan, 1960-1967 , said:
Say we send a youngster to the federal institution in Engle-
wood, Colorado , for youthful boy offenders. He has a
roommate there from New York , Los Angeles or Chicago.
After nine months or a year in the institution the boy from
one of these other areas goes horne and he knows how to carve
ivory and our youngster comes home and he knows how to ')
smoke marijuana. We don't consider this to be a fair trade. -
Alaska ’ s small population both necessitated economically' and made
feasible size -wise one centralized institution. Location in Anchor-
age had advantages because of the concomitant development of
psychiatric treatment facilities there. The combination could made
a modern treatment center.
Other leaders in the field of delinquency felt that the best way
to handle most juvenile delinquents was by working with them in
3
their own community. - The trend in the United States is to provide
community services not only to small but also to local populations.
lAlaska, Department of Health and Welfare , Alaska' s HeaJth
and Welfare , Vo l. 24 (June , 1967 ), p. 15.
2Alaska Reporting Service , Report No. 324, Department of
Health and Welfare , Juneau, Alaska , June 26 , 1967 , p. 8.
3Ibid . , p. 9.
For areas far from Anchorage , like Ketchikan, the transportation
problems and the environmental differences m.ight outweigh the ad-
vantages of planning treatment in a centralized facility.
These factors emphasized the need for evaluative research as
an integral part of McLaughlin Center ’s program. If the be st use
were to be made of the Center , local commu:Q.ities would need to be
thoughtful in the developm.ent of their own program.s. The latter
would be particularly true if there were validity to the increasingly
held point of view that delinquent behavior is a function of the en-
virOInnerlt as well as of the individua1. l
Having already begun with a group of graduate social work
students to plan research on institutionalized delinquents , it seemed
timelyfor me to proceed with a project in Alaska. I began with the
prem.ise , already in use by a number of social agencies , that non-
conforming behavior is rational behavior. By rational behavior is
m.eant that behavior , given the environmental and social context in
z
which it appears is "normal behavior. ,,- I assum.ed that if young
people treated in social agencies were to behave in a manner
5
lEllingstoIl, John R. , "YouthAuthority Plan and It s Develop-
ment in California, ’! California Youth Authority Quarterly, Vo l.
20 (Fall, 1967 ), p. 29 , quoting the President' s Commi s sion of 1965.
Beck, Betram M. , "Innovations in Com.bating Juvenile De-
linquency, " Children, Vo l. 21 (March-April , 1965), p. 70.
2Seattle Atlantic Street Center, Second Year Progres s Report,
l ’Introduction and Orientation to the Service , "June , 1964, p. 4.
6acceptable to their community, they would need an environment and
social context similar to that of young people of adjudged de sirable
behavior. It would be important then in understanding the local
community ’ s part in rehabilitation to know whether delinquents re-
turning from an institution have the same expe rience s as comparable
non-delinquents. One way of exploring this would be to compare
self-reports of two such groups.
II. DEFINITION OF TERMS
For the purpose of this study Webster's definition of experi'""
ence is used: ’'The actual living through an event or events; actual
enjoyment or suffering; hence , the effect upon the judgment or feel-
ings produced by personal and direct impressions. !, l
The term correctional school or institution is used as a
generic term which includes camps , juvenile training schools or
reformatories , as defined by the National Council on Crime and
Delinquency. I chose to use the Council ’s definition of the correc-
tional school ’ s role as follows:
A juvenile training school r s role is to provide a specialized
program for children who must be held to be treated. Ac-
cordingly, such facilities should normally house more har-
dened or unstable youngsters than should be placed, for
example , under probation facilities. .
lWebster' s New Collegiate Dictionary (Springfield, Mas s:
G. and C. Merriam Co. , Publishers , 1961), p. 29 1.
7The juvenile institutional program is basically a prepara-
tion and trial period for the ultimate test of returning to com-
munity , life. Once return has been effected, the ultimate
succes s of the facility' s efforts is highly dependent on good
aftercare services. These are needed to strengthen changes
started in the institution; their value can ]Je proved only in
the normal conditions of community life. J.
The detention home' s function is to provide care for children
of juvenile court age in secure custody for court disposition, 2 and is
to be distinguished from the term correctional school, the function
of which is to provide treatment after the court disposition of
commitment. ι
III. DEVELOPMENT OF RESEARCH METHOD
As the experimental or study group of 15 members for this re-
search project I selected all the boys and girls available for inter-
viewing who had been in correctional schools on commitments from
the State Juvenile Court at Ketchikan or on commitments from
3
courts in other states , - and who were released into the community
8of Ketchikan between set dates. These dates covered the latter part
of the transition in the care of delinquents by Alaska as a territory,
to Alaska as a state. More detail about the pertinent geographical
and historical background is given in Chapter II.
Imatched the experimental group: with a control group of 19
members of boys and girls of similar age , sex and ethnic back-
ground, from the same community, who had not been in any correc-
tional institutions.
Each member of both groups responded to a questionnaire I
gave them individually and in person. The items that I chose for the
que stionnaire were those from the Seattle Atlantic Street Center ’s
l
Student Opinion Survey - which had drawn responses that raised
questions about the nature of deviance and social control. This and
other underlying research is reviewed in Chapter III. In Chapter IV
the method of carrying out my research project is detailed.
The point at is sue in thi s research project was the significance
of the difference in the questionnaire responses by the two groups
with regard to their reports of experience in the following six
clas sifications:
1Leroy C. Gould, "The Student Opinion Survey: Analysis and
Di scus sian, r, The Effectiveness of Social Work with Acting ‘-Out
Youth, Fourth Year Progress Report, September, 1965 - August,
1966, Seattle Atlantic Street Center (Seattle: Seattle Atlantic Street
Center, Sept. , 1966) pp. 1-64. (processed).
1. Report of delinquent behavior.
2. Attitude toward community norms.
3. Delinquent friends.
4. Perception of community reaction to deviance.
5. Integration in neighborhood.
6. Activities and companions in activities.
The te st of significance was the chi - square. The degree of
confidence was at the 5 per cent level.
The findings described in Chapter V indicate that there were
some differences in the subjective reports of the two groups and
that the delinquency of this study group was partly a function of the
community as well as the individual. In Chapter VI this and some
implications for future research and practice are discussed.
9
CHAPTER II
GEOGRAPHICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
Some knowledge of the geographical setting and the general
historical background of Southeastern Alaska will help in under-
standing not only the research findings that will be mentioned in the
next chapter , but also my research process , the individuals of my
two sample groups and my findings.
1. GEOGRAPHY
Alaska
Alaska , the 49th andlargest of the states of the United States
of America, covers an area of 586 , 400 square miles. It has the
smallest population of any state , 271 , 505 estimated July 1 , 1966 ,
lles s than that of the city of Portland, Oregon. - The climate ranges
from Arctic temperatures in the north to a temperate zone of heavy
rainfall along the coast. Thepattern of long summer days and long
winter nights exists in varying degrees , in all parts. There is a
lJ. Scott McDonald, Alaska State Plan for Construction of
Mental Health Centers (Juneau, Alaska: Department of Health and
Welfare , 1968), p. 46.
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three hour time difference from one end of the state to the other.
For thousands of years Alaska has been the horne of three distinct
racial groups , the Eskimos in the north, the Aleuts in the Aleutian
Chain) and the Indians , both the Interior and the Coastal groups.
Southeast Alaska and Ketchikan Area
Alaska has 26 , 000 to 28 , 000 miles of shoreline , more than all
。f the rest of the United States combined. Much of this is due to the
Alexander Archipelago , the thousand islands which stretch south-
eastward from mainland Alaska in a "panhandle" formation off the
western coast of Canada. The town of Ketchikan clings on the steep ,
fjordcut northwest coast of Revillagegido , one of the TIlost southern
of these islands.
Ketchikan, the area chosen for the Research Project, has
quite a different setting from that of the city slum usually associated
with delinquency. Ketchikan is the first port of call in Alaska for
ships coming from the south. Its only access is by water via boat
or seaplane. It is the shopping , Coast Guard and professional
service center for the sparse villages and logging camps in an area
spanning 100 airmiles of low mountain wilderness rising out of deep ,
sheltered coastal waterways. The year round heavy rainfall
averages 150 inches per year , which, combined with the warmth
from the Japanese ocean currents , produces luxuriant rain forests
12
and lush undergrowth, including myriads of berries. The area is
the spawning ground of salmon and herring. There is an abundance
of many other kinds of animal life.
Inside Ketchikan ’ s city limits are 8 , 039 people , and in its
service area are 13 , 039. 1 The immediate vicinity is the Gateway
Borough of which Ketchikan is a par t. The Gateway Borough consists
of 1, 280 square miles on Revillagegido Island, and Gravina and
Pennock.Islands , which lie ac ro s s the channe l. The population con-
sists of three linguistic groups of Indians , the settlers and their
descendants , new capital investors , the middle class , the Coast
Guard enlisted men and dependents , the seasonal workers who come
to , log , fis h. and canland the tourists.
II. HISTORY
The area of which Ketchikan is the center has been particularly
subject to interaction. between cultural groups both before and since
Alaska's discovery by Vitus Bering in 1741. The most obvious con-
flict, after the United.States purchased Alaska from Russia in 1867 ,
has been reflected in the dual system of economic and social
relations between the native peoples and the white settlers.
lKetchikan Chamber of Commerce Office , Interview with
Mrs. Celeste Gerde , September 9, 1968.
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Indigenous Population
In Southeastern Alaska reside Indians descended from three
major .linguistic groups: The Tsimshian at Metlakatla on Annette
Island; the Haida at Hydaburg and Kasaan, on Prince of Wales Island;
and the Tlingit, in the Henya Tlingit village of Klawock on Prince of
WalesIsland andin the Cape Fox Tlingit and Tongass Tlingit village
。 f Saxman on Revillagegido Island.
Southeastern Alaska originally was the home of the Tlingit.
l
The Haida, I ’people of the straits , ,,- were descended from a group
}living immediately to the south on the Queen Charlotte Islands , who
had crossed Dixon ’s Entrance over 200 years ago. They made war
on the Tlingit and won the southern part of Prince of Wales Island- z
Contact with the Tsimshian probably occurred near the Nass or
Skeena Rivers until the advent of the missionaries , when Father
Duncan brought 825 , members of the Gitlan tribe to Metlakatla on
Annette' Island, from British Columbia , in August, 1887. Reverend
William Duncan was an Anglican missionary who had broken with
his superiors of the Church of England in British Columbia and had
lJoseph Wherry, The Totem Pole Indians (New York:
William Funk , Inc. , 1964), p. 15.
2Edward L. Keithahn, Monuments in Cedar (Ketchikan: Roy
" Ander son , 1945 ), p. 27.
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secured permission fromCongress to bring his flock of Tsimshian
Indians to Alaska. 1
These three· linguistic groups , the Tlingit, the Haida and the
Tsimshian, had attained a high level of culture. Because of their
pattern of rich summer harvesting and winter leisure there was time
to devote to the cultivation of arti stic skills and the fo rmation of a
complex social organization. The linguistic groups were more alike
than different in their economic , social and value systems as was
reflected in their rules of conduct, their religious beliefs , their
ceremonies and their arts and crafts. They had a matrilineal type
organization but they did not disregard paternal rights and relation-
ships. There was variation of organization among the three groups
but the societies were all built up around r ’lineages, ” the basic unit. z
Each lineage retained its own economic possessions and operated as
an independent unit. Each person had his own social position and
rules of conduct defined according. to status , from high to low, from
chief to slave , obtained from heredity and from one ’ s own actions.
To be insulted or degraded individually was an insult to one ’ s family.
One existed only as a member of a lineage or family group.
1Ernest Gruening, The State of Alaska (New York: Random
House , 1954), p. 61. Viola E. Garfield, Paul S. Wingert, and
Marius Barbeau, The Tsimshian: Their Arts and Music (New York:
J. J'"Augustip Publisher) , p. 9.
ZPhillip Drucker, Indians of the Northwest Coast (New York:
The National History Press , 1955), p. 108.
따，
F
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Settlement
The explorers and traders were the first of the trek of people
c'oming: and going. These first white men with their wealth and with
their different weapons , tools , diseases and liquor inevitably began
altering the way of life of the Indian.
In 1886, the first cannery was built near Ketchikan Creek, a
lfi shing camp of the Tlingit. - After 1896, Ketchikan was a supply
station. for boats going. north tothe gold fields. Following the
stampede of :miners , the town relied again on its fishing which was
the base of its economy for another quarter of a century. The ma-
jority of the first settlers were blonde Scandinavian.
By 1920 the native people we re the minority of the population.
Although they maintained their several identities as separate familial
and linguistic groups , they began to be seen and treated by the white
majority as one group of "natives. "
Segregation was the way of behavior both by written and un-
written law. One significant example was the discriminatory and
confusing liquor laws. In 1867 the only law that Congress passed
relating to Alaska, other than to appropriate money for its purchase
from Russia , was to create a customs district. It prohibited the
importation and sale of distilled liquors. In 1873 , this act was
lMary G. BalCOIn, Ghost Towns of Alaska (Chicago: Adams
Press , 1965), p. 37.
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l
a Inended to forbid the sale of liquor to Indians. - However , sugar
a
and Inolas se s for I ’hoochenoo' ’ were sent into Alaska fro In the
beginning.
Recent History
As in the rest of the United States World War II caused an up-
heaval of population. Many Russian-Aleuts , EskiInos , sailors and
soldiers uprooted by the war , later Inade Ketchikan their home.
Some of the neWCOIners did not take the segregation so much for
granted and equal treatInent laws were pas sed.
World War II also initiated a new age of transportation with the
advent of a Inphibious planes. Increased use of aircraft all over
Alaska abetted its settlement and its industry.
Coincidentally with the decrease of fishing due to years of ex-
ploitation, the logging industry increased with the building of the
3Ketchikan Pulp COInpany in 1954. - This provided year-round em-
ployment and stabilized Ketchikan' s econoInY. At the same time ,
with the decrease in fishing , some of the Indian villages were dying.
1Ernest Gruening , citing 40C: 2s , Sen. 619 and 43C: 1 s ,
Ex. Doc. 71 , p. 35.
211Hoochenooll was the word used meaning hOIne -made
alcoholic beverage.
3Ketchikan Pulp Company Adverti sing Brochure, "The Story of
Wood Pulp Manufacture in Southeastern Alaska，’띤p. 2-3.
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The preceding description was not intended to be comprehen-
sive. It describes some of the natural features and patterns
of relationships that probably continue , to have aninfluence
on the life in the area from which the research samples were drawn.
Import of Geography and History
The preceding. discussion was included because I draw the
following inferences as to the effect of climate and history on be-
havior today. Inhabitants in the area are constantly influenced by
the natural factors which contribute to a feeling of confinement and
restriction. The year round presence of overhanding clouds against
the mountains not only keeps the area damp and dreary, but delays
travel and adds to feelings of claustrophobia. Not only is there no
unbroken expanse of land or water; there is limited visibility for
days on end. The long winter evenings reinforce feelings of depres-
slon.
Perhaps the isolation makes things that are rhythmical like the
coming of the salmon seem magical. When the days are long and
the seasonal activi ty is at its peak, young people find it difficult to
keep up with the routine expected of them in our society. When the
weather is nice the young people explore the wilderness that is
tantalizingly close. They use this same wilderness to run away in
but eventually are driven out by the discomforts of dampness , cold
18
and hunger.
The present economy based on fishing and logging continues
the centuries old Indian pattern of summer activity and winter
leisure. For some , however , the winter months today are more apt
to be periods of boredom and discouragement than when the culture
encouraged cultivation of artistic and social activities.
The movement of Indians from their dying villages to the town
is difficult for the entire family. Theylive a portion of their lives
in the security of their kinship group with familiar mores. In town
as a minority group , they are suddenly expected to conform to more
rigid standards of promptness , cleanliness , accountability of where-
abouts and law.
For the native people , who consider status in relation to every
family and community member important, to be indiscriminately
treated as a member of a scorned minority group. is difficult.
The middle-class families ’ transferring from metropolitan
areas in other states find the change difficult, especially for the
women. Such moves away from extended families have similarities
to pioneering because of the distance , the difficultie s of transporta-
tion and the change in the nature of dangers encountered.
There is no anonymity in the villages or in Ketchikan, or in
traveling from one place to another. Plane and boat travel in Alaska
is like I ’walking down main street. ’I The visibility is difficult for
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the person from heavily populated areas and also makes any deviance
unusually noticeable.
Throughout the history of this area, young people have had to
deal with transition and shifts in values and meanings , all sources of
confusion and conflicts. Certainly, during the last 20 years the
problems of learning have been tremendous for both the native and
the non-native populations , and there have been deep misunder-
standings. Not only were the values , mores and societal character-
istics of the natives challenged, but also the values , mores and
societal characteristics of the non-natives.
III. PATTERNS OF DELINQUENCY
This section on officially recorded delinquency is included to
complete the background history.
In 1966 the Ketchikan police arrested 268 young people under
18, l35 , Caucasian, 128Alaska natives and 6 others. The highest
number of offenses were curfew violation, loitering , breaking the
liquor laws , larceny, theft , drunkenness and disorderly conduc t.
The police referred 60.2 per cent of the young to the Youth and Adult
Authority Office , and handled 39.8 per cent within the department
with a warning to the young person or to hiS parent- l
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The arrests of
this group un(ier 18 comprised 23 per cent of the total arrests. The
z
increase over 1965 was about 2 per cent. - Itwas close to the 1955
number of 216. The Ketchikan Police Department counted its case-
10a d as 14 in 1949 , 15 in 19 50, 103 in 19 53 , 19 5 in 19 54, and the 21 6
in 1955. 3 The increase since 1949 was due in part to an added em-
phasis on enforcement and to a change in record keeping.
The adult offenses were similar , except for curfew violation
which is not an adult offense. ’ In addition to the offenses listed above ,
adults of age 21 and over andyoung adults.between the ages of 18
and 21 were charged with furnishing liquor to a minor , driving while
under the influence of alcohol, young adult in possession of liquor ,
minor (young adult) consuming liquor and assault and battery. 4
With this sketch of the country and its history in mind,
lFor an overlapping period, not exactly comparable in time ,
the Ketchikan State Detention Home showed that of the number of
juveniles detained over 60 per cent were Alaska natives. This would
seem to , indicate that the community made it possible for the police
to handle a higher proportion of Caucasians wi thout detention.
zRayHackstock, Ketchikan Polke Department, copy of repoI-ts
of 1965 and 1966 for FBI Uniform Crime Reporting.
3 U . S. Congress , Senate Subcommittee, Juvenile Delinquency
in the Territory of Alaska, 84th Congress , 2nd Session, 1956,
Senate Report Number 2774, p. 7.
4Ray Hackstock, 으p. 드갚;
Chapter!II has more meaning. It inclll.des a review of pJ~evious
research that has been doneon delinquency in Alaska aswell as a
review of other research in preparation for this project.
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CHAPTERIII
UNDERLYING RESEARCH
The emphasis in this chapter is on Alaska research because
this is the community into which the respondents of the present
research project were released.
1. STUDIES OF ALASKA IN TRANSITION TO STATEHOOD
lAs described in the history of Alaska, - the period following
World War II and surrounding the advent of Statehood was filled with
new interest andemphasis on- law, order and fairness. During this
transition period at least three investigative studies were initiated
by law makers in preparation for changes in laws and appropriations.
In 1956, a Senate subcommittee incorporated these in their Senate
z
Report.
First, a study of juvenile delinquency in Alaska was conducted
from 1953 through 1955 by a legi s1ative council, a permanent com-
mittee established by the Alaska Territorial Legislature of 1953.
l Chapter II, p. l6.
2U . S. , Congress , Senate Subcommittee , 으묘. cit.
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Informative and opinion-gathering hearings were undertaken through
the Territory. The juvenile code then as now', specificallyprohibited
detention of youthin jails , unless they could be separated from adult
prisoners. The need for suitable detention homes for young people
was stressed by the residents of major cities. Following this in-
vestigation, the legislative council drafted a bill, enacted by the 1955
legi slature , to provide a system of detention homes. The bill pro-
vided for a board ofjuvenile institutions composed of five members
appointedby the governor. I
Second, William G. Long, Judge of the Superior Court, King
County, State of Washington, at the request of the legi slative council,
went to Alaska in 1954 to study the juvenile problem by interviewing
people and holding hearings. He wrote that he found no facilities or
personnel for the care , treatment or rehabilitation of delinquent
youth.
2
Third, in 1955, at the request of the Alaska public officials ,
a subcommittee of the Committee of the Judiciary of Congress , 3
investigated the problem of juvenile delinquency in the Territory by
interviewing public officials. The subcommittee learned that Alaska
had had a juvenile code since 1943; that the commis sioners I courts ,
1. e. , the lower courts of the Territory, had juvenile jurisdiction;
1
l4p
i
A
u
·’
L
돼1i 2Ibid. , p. 7. 3Ibid.
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that the Territorial Department of Public Welfare gave service to
the commissioners ’ courts; and that the method had worked fairly
well until the population growth of Alaskain the 1950's. The fo1.-
lowing. quotation indicates that the treatment of children in the only
available correctional institutions , those in mainland areas , had not
l
been effecting I ’cures ". - The UnitedStates marshal from Anchorage
said:
Now, to incarcerate a child, even for his own good, to
uproot him and transport him vast distances is the very
antithesis of cure. Not only does it isolate the child and
force him to retreat further into rejection and antisocial
patterns , but it places an added and unneces sary burden on
all agencies involved. Surely the existence of delinquency ')
homes in this division wouldalleviate this dismal procedure. ‘
II. STUDIES IN THE STATE OF ALASKA
In the early 1960 ’s agencies in the State sponsored some re-
search and as se s sed Alaska' s needs as part of comprehensive social
planning.
In the summer of L962, the Department of Health and Welfare
and the University of Alaska made an exploratory, impressionistic
study of the nQrthwest section Qf the state , called the Nome Study.
The researchers observed conditions and activities and conducted
l Chapter I, p. 3
2U . S. , Congress , Senate Subcommittee, op. cit. , p. 9.
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interviews. The most frequent offenses were drinking , petty
thievery, vandalism and sexual promiscuity. 1
During the 1965-66 academic year , Jan Tillotson and Dennis
Eleasser at Alaska Methodist University presented data in the form
of hypothe sized as sociations between juvenile delinquency and
a
characteristics. - Traits of race , socia-economic level of the
family , previous criminal involvement of one or more of the family
members , the absence of one or both natural parents and working
mothers were selected. Tillotson and Eleasser used a sample which
encompassed4ll Youth and Adult Authority juvenile case files
of youths residing in the Anchorage area. The sample included all
current, open cases and a random sample of cases closed within
the preceding six years. The statistical probability of each hypothe-
sis was determined by the use of the chi -square formula. One
finding was that race is a signific ant r ’factor ’I in juvenile delinquency
in Anchorage. The 1960 Census Data revealed that 7 1/2 per cent
of the Anchorage population were non-white which did not correspond
to the percentage of non-white in the sample. However , the comment
lAlaska, Department of Hea1th and Welfare3 A1aska ’s Health
and Welfare , Vo l. 19 (October , 1962), pp. 4-5.
ZJarl Til1otson and Dennis Eleas ser, ” Juvenile Delinquency:
A Study" (unpublished. Alaska Methodist University. February 2,
1966 - August 5, 1966).
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was nlade that other facto'rs such as socio-economic status , selective
non-white arrests , greater control over non-white areas{ and less
severity in regard to white offenders wouldneed tobe considered. 1
In 1964, Daniel Blain, President, American Psychiatric
Association, was consultant to the State Division of Mental Health
and the Alaska Governor ’ s Planning. Committee on Mental Health
z
and Mental Retardation.- Although he as sumed that theincidence
and characteristics of mental disorders and retardation were not
greatly different from. that found in other states , he stated facts that
throw some light on the subject of my study:
There is a continual reference to the clash between the
native Eskimo , Indian or Aleut, and the white intruder.
Some suggest they are better off left alone; others , we
should ’'civilize" them. as quickly. as possible. The fact is
that while civilization has intruded- -with good and bad
effects ... there is no turning back ... The conditions
produce anxiety, ... problems of learning and communi용
cation, language and poor comprehension. Most likely they
produce social maladjustments resulting in alc야loli sm,
accidents , homicide , delinquency, dependency. J
The Comprehensive Mental Health Report4 described the
lIbid.
aDaniel Blain, Alaska Survey, Mental Health and Mental Re g
tardation, State of Alaska , (Department of Health and Welfare ,
Division of Mental Health, September , 1964).
파핀.， p. 49.
4Barbara Ure , Comprehensive Mental Health Planning , 1963 -
월， State of Alaska (Governor's Committee , July, 1965).
‘스‘정Eτ~
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change in Alaska over time and over space , with comparisons of
communities throughout the State , and comparisons of the entire
State with other areas. It was a description of the struggles of the
community groups ’ collecting stati stic s , evaluating what they might
mean and recommending what seemed best for its community. The
greatest need felt for the state wasmanpower and planning services
in local communities.
Barbara Ure , child psychiatrist for the State Department of
Mental Health in the early 1960' s , found alcoholism the major social
and health problem that hadnot been dealt with adequately; crimes
of violence , suicides , accidents , divorce, and other indices of
social disequilibrium were also high; the disparity between the native
andCaucasian economic structure and culture amplified the prob-
lems. The committee ranked as first priority for the State a com-
munity mental health center for Ketchikan. The reason for this
priority was that Ketchikan had no existing mental health services.
All of the embryonic services in the State were too far distant to be
of help to this area. Barbara Ure stated in regard to .minors in
particular:
It should be noted that juvenile delinquents in Ala~ka are
relatively unsophisticated and more typical of rural areas
than in manyother states. The practice of sending juvenile
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delinquents to California is to be deplored since Alaska' s
delinquents are really "babes in t:qe woods" compared with
the "hardened toughs' ’ of the city. .L
The Western Interstate Commission for Higher Education sent
a
a Traveling Team to Alaska in the summer of 1963. - The primary
focus of the team was to provide ’'stimulation through seminars ,
consultations , and informal meetings." Recommendations were
made to support the Alaska Youth and Adult Authority staff in its
long - rang e planning.
1. Physical facilities for detention Qf juveniles should. be
improved.... Unless something drastic is done to
improve the over-all personnel there willbe much dis-
appointment throughout the state.
2. The detention facilities inboth Juneau and Ketchikan
are so poor that their use should be terminated. As a
rule personnel needs are paramountand physical
facilities are secondary. However , these facilities are
so poor that the physical structures get in the way of
any good program for rehabilitation.
3. There is a great need for an over-all, coordinated
program of rehabilitation for juveniles.
a. The various agencies involved with rehabilitation
programs need to plan together and to share thinking ,
facilities and central records.
1Ibid. , p. 117.
aSamue1 Haig Jameson and Dorotl1y Sher-man, A Report on the
Alaska Traveling Team, ed. , William T. Adams (Boulder ,:' (}olo',-
'rado:Western Interstate Commission forHigher Education, 1964)
‘t
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b. An over;..all program of rehabilitation and prevention
that is clearly. identifiable as State policy should be
at the level. of awareness for all professional
personne l. .L
III. OTHER RESEARCH PERTINENT TO ALASKA
In his study of Canadian parole applicants Francis Reilly
focused on the areas of family relationships , work, criminal be-
havior and efforts toward rehabilitation. His conclusions were that
the Indian group was asocial whereas the non-Indian group was anti-
social, and therefore , social work treatment should be at the
"grass-roots" level for the Indians , aimed at building controls in
both the Indian offender and his milieu. The non-Indian offender
seerned better geared to using present treatment techniques. z
IV. RESEARCH UNDERLYING METHOD
3A review of the Atlantic Street Study- is included because it
underlies my Ketchikan study and the method I used. The Seattle
lIbid. , pp. 6-7.
ZFrancis J. Reilly, !’A Comparative Study of Indian and Non-
Indian Parole Applicants in Albe rta ’I (unpublished Master ’ s thesis ,
St. Patrick' s College , Ottawa, Ontario , 1967).
3Seattle Atlantic Street Center, Effectiveness of Social Work
with Acting-Out Youth: Second Year Progress Report , Septernbe~ ，
1963 - August, 1964 (Seattle: 1964). (Proce s sed).
Seattle Atlantic Street Cente r , Effectivene s s of Social Work
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Atlantic Street Center, a settlement in Seattle ’s marginal area,
undertook to evaluate its social work services to boys. The: evalua-
tion is a delinquency prevention study in the tradition of the
Cam.bridge -Sommerville Youth Study of thirty years ago. 1 With
the aid of a National Institute of Mental Health grant, the Center
began its five-year study. The first year , 1962-63 was given to
preplanning and the hiring of personnel; the secondy~a:rT1963-64,
to a pretest phase in which selection procedures , social work ser-
vices , recording instruments , and evaluative techniques were put
into operation a p.d refined. The test proper was conducted from
1964 to 1967.
The project planned to work only with those boys in the popu-
lation who had a high risk of eventually becoming delinquent.
Selection of high-risk youth was determined by evaluation of school,
police and juvenile court records , and by interviews with the child
himself. The Student Opinion Survey was one of the indices
utilized. The staff of the Seattle Atlantic Street Center administered
with Acting -Out Youth: Third Year Progress Report, September ,
1964 - August, 1964 (Seattle: 1965). (Processed).
Seattle Atlantic Street Center , Effectiveness of Social Work
with Acting-Out Youth: Fourth Year Progress Report, September ,
1965 - August, 196~ (Seattle: 1966). (Processed).
lEdwin Powers and Helen Witmer , An Experiment in the Preg
vention of Delinquency: The Cambridge-Som.merville Youth Study
(New York: Columbia University Press , 1951).
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the Student Opinion Survey to 374 boys in the seventh grade in
Washington and Meany Junior High Schools , Seattle , Washington, in
April, l964. 1
The staff chose five theories of delinquency for formulating
their hypotheses to test in its study: (1) anomie theory, (2) differ-
ential association theory, (3) community disorganization theory,
(4) family disorganization theory and (5) self-concept theory.
Durkheim' s anomie theory has as a starting point this proposi-
tion as restated by Robert Merton: "The more opportunity a person
sees his society offer him to achieve his goals , the less likely that
person is to deviate from the norms of that socie*y. ，， Zι
Sutherland’ s differential as sociation theory was summ.arized
as: "The more of certain kinds of contact one has with other delin-
quents , the greaterare his chances of exhibiting delinquent behavior. ’,3
1Seattle Atlantic Street Center , Fourth Year Progress Report,
op. cit. , Leroy C. Gould, "The Student Opinion Survey: Analysis
and Di scus sion, p. 1.
ZSecond Year Progre s s Report, 으p. 닫.!.:， "A Theoretical Ra-
tionale , '’ p. 2, citing Emile Durkheim, Suicide , A Study in Sociology,
George Simpson ed. , trans. John S. Spaulding. (Glencoe: The Free
Press , 1951). Robert Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure
(Glencoe: The Free Press , 1957). Richard Cloward and Lloyd
。hlin， Delinquency and Opportunity: A Theory of Delinquent Gangs
(Glencoe: The Free Press , 1960). Albert Cohen, Delinquent Boys:
The Culture of the Gang (Glencoe: The FreePress , 1957).
3핀브.， p. 3 , citing Edwin H. Sutherland, Principles of
Criminology (Phi1adelphia: Lippincott, l947 ).
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The cornmunity disorganization theory of Shaw and McKay was
looked at from the point of view of the children themselves:
The more strongly one is integrated into the community,
the less likely he is to deviate from the norms of the
community.
The more one expects his comm.unity to applynegat~vesanctions
for normative viola,:tions , the less likely he is to violate the
community norms . .L
Two of the three propositions the Center Study adapted from
family disorganization theory are quoted here:
The Ie s s adequate one ’ s discipline as a child (excessively
severe , absent, or partial) the more likely the person is
to exhibit deviant behavior.
The greater cohesion of a family , the les s likely a t:.e the
children of that family to escape to deviant behavior. '"
The fifth and last theory used was the self-concept theory as
propounded by Walter Reckless: I ’The more one conceives.
himself as a delinquent the more likely he is to engage in deviant
behavior. ’,3
l 핀보.， citing Clifford Shaw and Henry D. McKay, Juvenile De-
linquency and Urban Areas (Chicago: University of Chicago Press ,
1942), and Frederick M. Thrasher , The Gang (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press , 1947).
ZIbid. , p. 4-5, citing Sheldon and Eleanor G111eck, Delinquents
in the Making (New York: Harper and Brothers , 1952), andF. Ivan
Nye , Family Relationships and Juvenile Delinquency (New York:
Wiley and Sons , 1958).
3Ibid. , citing Frank R. Scarpitti , Ellen Murray, Simon Dinitz
and Walter C. Reckless , "The ’ Go~d' Boy in a High Delinquency Ar-
ea, ’I Americ_an ?ociplog_~calReview, Vo l. 25 (August, 1960L pp. 555-8.
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One of the questions that guided the formulation of the Student
Opinion Survey by the Seattle Atlantic Street Center staff was this:
Were the theorie s of delinquent behavior that helped guide the pro-
ject really valid, especially in the particular community served by
the Center?
The findings from the Student Opinion Surveywere:
1. There was more troublesome behavior, self-reported,
than was officially recorded. The inference was that
self -reported behavior occurred; officially recorded
behavior measured the incidence of the behavior which
occurred that concerned the community.
2. There was a weak negative relationship between educa-
tional aspirations and officially reported delinquerlt
behavior; and a stronger negative relationship between
educational anticipations and officially reported delin-
quent behavior. The inference was that once a boy had
been officially delinquent he might conclude that hi s
chances for doing well in school were impaired.
3. There was a high relationship between self-reported
behavior and reported behavior of friends , but not
between such behavior and number of friends one knew
who had been in trouble.
4. The measurement for occupational goals was not valid
or seventh graders Were too young to have developed
meaningful goals.
5. The boys ’ self -reported anticipated behavior was re-
lated to his self - reported behavior s but not to officially
recorded behavior. The inference was that punish-
ment, which usually followed officially recorded be-
havior , was not adeterrent.
6. The boys who ran around with friends in their own
neighborhood were the ones most likely to get into
official trouble. Since one ’s 社iendship ties were not
related to self-reported bad behavior, the inference
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arose that this variable affected the police and school
officials ’ response.
7. Having one ’ s father as a com.panion correlated nega-
tively with officially reported delinquent behavior but
not with self-reported behavior which m.ight indicate 1
this variable affected the delinquency control agencies. -
The staff of the Center felt that any conclusions from. the Stu-
dent Opinion Survey were tentative , but that the findings seem.ed to
challenge some of the com.m.only held notions about the nature of de-
viation and social control. One of these suppositions to be challenged
was that deviate behavior can be either adequately described or ex-
plained by the characteristics of the person himself. A description
of the characteri stics of the person alone was inadequate in account-
ing for officially reported deviate behavior. In order to explain this
behavior one would have to know something about the characteristics
。f the society that responds to the behavior. One would also wonder
what irnpact it has on individuals to have been labelled as trouble-
?
“
딩
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v. CONCLUSIONS
The research reviewed above re -enforced rny feeling that
exploratory studies were pertinent in the field of juvenile delinquency
1Seattle Atlantic Street Center , Fourth Year Progress Report,
Gould, op. cit. , pp. 1-58.
aIbid. , pp , 6a-64.
and was used in developing the method of this particular research
project, discussed in Chapter IV.
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CHAPTERIV
TIlE RESEARCH PROCESS
In the spring quarter of the acadeJ.nic year of 1967 , a group 1
of which I was a m.eJ.nber reviewed the literature and discussed ways
of doing re search about insti tutionalized juvenile delinquents re-
turned to their cOJ.nJ.nunities. As I was particularly interested in
z
what was happening in Alaska, - I inquired of the Alaska State Youth
and Adult Authority about perJ.nission to interview their releasees
3
and was assured of the Division ’ s interest and help. - Since it was
probable a saJ.nple of 20 would be available and other sources of
inforJ.nation were also accessible , the sUJ.nJ.ner J.nonths of 1967
seeJ.ned an appropriate ti J.ne for collecting data in Ketchikan. There
was available an instruJ.nent that was suitable for the kind of explora-
tory study I wanted to do , the Student Opinion Survey of the Seattle
l See Chapter I , p. 1.
ZThe author and her husband were employed as the first house-
parents of the Ketchikan Children' s HOJ.ne , February, 1955, prior to
the author ’s e J.nployJ.nent as child welfare worker for the Diγision
。f Public Welfare. See Chapter I , p. 1.
3Letter from Richard B. Lauber, who was then DirectOI- , Di-
vision of Youth and Adult Authority, Juneau, Alaska, March 23 ,
1967. He assigned Keith Anderson, Project Director, Youth and
Adult Authority, as liaison.
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lAtlantic Street Center Study. - It had already been tested.
1. RESEARCH DESIGN
From then I planned and carried out the project according to
the following schedule. In the early days of the summer of 1967,
the Student Opinion Survey was adapted for use by selecting those
i tem. s that had yielded stati stically significant data. Three addi-
tional questions about employm.ent which were included m.ight have
been significant had the Center ’s sample contained more adolescents.
I then formulated a series of tentative null hypotheses using the
variables those items measured.
In mid-July, the Ketchikan Office of Youth and Adult
Authorityz fuI·nished the list of releasees from which the study group
was found. Simultaneously the pretest was done , and the question-
naire completed. Next the final form of the questionnaire and the
method of the interview and recording were decided upon. The
study group and the control group were established. Between the
dates of July 16, 1967 , to September 13 , 1967 , I interviewed and
administered the questionnaire in person to each available respond-
ent in both groups. I recorded the interviews and material from
lGould, Fourth Year Progress Report, op. cit.
aInterview with Curtis McDame1s , Probation Officer ,
Ketchikan Youth and Adult Authority Office , July 13 , 1967.
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official records. In the academic year 1967 -68 , I organized the
data so they could be better managed and analyzed them stati stically.
I I. PRETEST
The two pretests were conducted individuallywith a 19 -year-
old half-Tlingit youth who was a releasee from a correctional insti-
tution and a 15 -year -old Caucasian boy who had no delinquency
record. Only two youths took part in the pretest because more
would have impinged on the small number comprising the sample.
There would have been danger of contamination among the total re-
search group. from communication with the respondents to a formal
pretest.· With a questionnaire that had been tested in use the two
were deemed adequate to test feasibility.
I talked with each boy. alone about the research project and ex-
plained that his participation , would help evaluate the method planned
for use. I administered the questionnaire individually. The boys
gave their opinions about the content and form of each item in rela-
tion to its applicability for' young people of Ketchikan. How their
recommendations were used is described under the final formulation
of the que stionnai re.
The responses to the two pretests show a picture of the inter-
view and the interrelatedness of the interview, the questionnaire and
the information from official records.
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The 19 -year -old ’ s answers for the most part correlated with
his records. He checked seven of the nine self-report items detailed
in Table I in th~ affirmative. His report of friends ’ behaviorindi -
cated that hi s friends had committed all the acts on the nine -i tem
scale - -five of the acts over nine time s. About anticipated future be-
havior , he answered each time "no , ’I which did not correlate with
his record the rest of the summer.
TABLE I
QUESTIONNAIRE: SELF-REPORT OF DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
A. Own Behavior
Question 1. Have you ever done any of these things? Circle answer
yes orno. Ifyour answer is yes , circle answer 1"l0w
often.
a. Driven a motorcycle without
a driver ’ s license? If so ,
howoften?
b. Driven acar c without a
driver ’s license?
If s o" how often:?
c. Disobeyed your parents ’
authority to their face.
If so, how often?
d. Taken little things that
did not belong to you?
If so , how often?
Yes No
01 -2 3~·9-More than·9
Yes No
o 1..; 2 3 - 9 Mo 1"ethan 9
Yes No
o 1 ... 2 3 - 9 Mo r ethan 9
Yes No
o 1-2 3 -9 More than ' 9
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e. Bought or drunk beer , wine Yes No
。 r liquor (including drinking
at home)? If so , how often? 0 1- 2 3 -9 More than 9
f. Run away from home? If
so , how often?
g. On purpose , damaged, or
de stroyed thing s that did not
belong to you? If so, how
often?
h. Threatened another kid
for money? If so , how
often?
i. Beat up kids or adults who
haven't done anything to
you? If so, how often?
B. Friend' s Behavior
Yes No
o 1-2 3 -9 More than 9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9 Morethan9
Yes No
o 1 - 2 3 - 9 Mo r ethan 9
Yes No
o 1 - 2 3 - 9 Mo r ethan 9
Question 8. Have any of your close friends ever done any of these
things? Circle answer yes or no. If yes , circle
answer how often. Items (a) through (i) same as in
Question 1.
C. Anticipated Behavior
Question 11. Do you think you might do any of these things in the
future? If so , how often? Circle answer yes or no.
If answer yes , circle how often. Items (a) through (i)
same as in Question 1.
In answer to the questions about community norms listed in
Table II~ he replied that most people would say a person should finish
high school; he wanted to finish high school, but he thought he would
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g ‘et no further than ninth to eleventh grade. He had re -entered high
school after his release into the co:m:munity. He had been absent
from school three ti :mes due to getting drunk and consequently being
held in the Ketchikan Jai l. He had dropped out of school. His in-
ference was that his expectations had been lowered by his official
trouble. After I studied his official records , :my conclusions were
that, prior to his experience in the correctional school, he had ex-
pected to finish high school.
This young manthought the occupation of physician led to the
greatest success , and he thought that this was the one profession he
would have the least chance of attaining.
TABLE II
QUESTIONNAIRE: ATTITUDE TOWARD COMMUNITY NORMS
A. Education
2. How far do you think :most people would
saya person should go in school
before he quits and begins working?
a. 8th grade
b. 9 -11 th grade
c. senior high school
d. community college
e. a year or two of
college
f. vocational school
g. college (4 years or
more)
3. How far do you yourself want to go in
school? Items (a) through (g) same as in 2.
4. How far do you think you will actually get
hefore you quit school? Items (a)- through
(g) sa:me aS"in 2.
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B. Occupation
5. Write the jobs on the rungs of the ladder , placing at the top the
job that you think would lead to the most succes s , and at the
bottom the job that you think would be least successful.
The jobs are:
a. Owner of a lunch stand
b. Manager of a grocery store
c. Accountant-bookkeeper
d. Owner of a manufacturing company
e. Electrician
f. Janitor
g. Physician (doctor)
h. (Pulp Mill) engineer
i. Truck driver
6. Now place those jobs on this ladder, placing the job you would
like best to have at the top , and the one that you would like least
to have at the bottom.
Items (a) through(i) same as in 5.
7. Place the jobs on this ladder, placing the job you think you have
the best chance of having at the top , and the one that you think
you have the least chance of having at the bottom. (This means
your best chance of having it in a few years - not now. )
Items (a) through (i) same as in 5.
The questions about friends included in Table IIIelicited re-
plies that the respondentknew more than ten young people who had
been in trouble andin court.
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TABLE III
QUESTIONNAIRE: DELINQUENT FRIENDS
9. How many young people (under 21) do you know who have ever
been in trouble with the police for other than a traffic violation:
Circle answer.
None one or two three -five six-ten More than ten
10. How many young people do you know (under 21) who have been
taken to District or Juvenile Court? Circle answer.
None one or two three -five six-ten More than ten
His responses to the questions of Table IV indicated that if he
committed any of the acts on the self-report scale of Table I , he
thought his parents , the police , the neighbors and his friends would
likely know. He responded itwas unlikely that anyone would do
anything about his behavior except the police. It was very likely the
police would do something about his behavior.
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TABLEIV
QUESTIONNAIRE:' PERCEPTION OF COMMUNITY
REACTION TO DEVIANCE
A. Likelihood of Discovery
12. Let' simagine for a moment that you had done each of these
things , listed in question 1. How likely do you think it would be
that your parents would find out about it? Circle answer.
Very likely Likely y1l4e파1피U Very unlikely
13. If you were to do these things , how likely do you think it would
be that your neighbors would find out about it?
Very likely Likely VJ
1라파1’
i
nn Very unlikely
14. If you were to do these things , how likely do you think it would
be that your friends would find out about it?
Very likely Likely Unlikely Very unlikely
15. If you were to do these things , how likely do you think it would
be that the police would catch you?
Very likely Likely Unlikely Very unlikely
B. Likelihood of Puni shment
16. If your parents found out that you had done these things , how
likely do you think it would be that they would punish you?
Very , likely Likely Unlikely Very unlikely
17. If the police caught you doing these things , how likely do you
think it is that they would do anything about it?
Very likely Likely Vι
1
lLe파피U Ve ry unlikely
18. If your neighbors found out that you had done these things , how
likely do you think it is that they would do anything about it?
Very likely Likely Unlikely Very unlikely
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19. If your friends found out that you had done these things , how
likely do you think it is that they would do anything about it?
Very likely Likely Unlikely Very unlikely
His answers to the items of Table V indicated he had liked his
neighborhood and that he had close friends going to his school,
running around in a group , and living in his neighborhood.
TABLE V
QUESTIONNAIRE: INTEGRATION IN NEIGHBORHOOD
20. Do you like the neighborhood you live in?
Very much Somewhat Not very much Not at all
2 1. How many of your close friends live in your neighborhood?
0-3 4-7 8 or more
22. How many of your close friends went to your school?
0-3 4-7 8 or more
23. How many of your close friends ran around together in a group?
0-3 4-7 8 or more
His replies to questions about activities in Table VI correlated
with official information about his family and friends.
In the second pretest the 15-year-old with no delinquency
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record gave responses inversely related to those of the first re-
spondent. He reported no delinquent acts for himsel f. He reported
minimal delinquent acts for friends. He thought most people would
say a person should finish high schoo l. He himself wanted to finish
college. He consider the owner of a manufacturing company the
most successful. He expected to own a store. He knew a few people
who had been. in trouble. He thought his parents would do something
about any trouble he was in, but the police would not. He liked his
neighborhood; he had close friends living in his neighborhood,
running around in a group~ and going to his school. His replies to
questions about activities correlated with information about him.
TABLE VI
QUESTIONNAIRE: ACTIVITIES
A. Which Activities
24. What kinds of activities did you usually participate in?
Club meetings or club activities
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never녔앓
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Baseball
Basketball
Honda riding
Boating
Loafing
>:~The categories were the same after each activity as itemized
afte r club meeting s.
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B. Companions in Activities
25. Whousually accompanied you to these activities? Put a check
after the person who did any of these things with you.
Father
Mother
Brother
Sister
Other relatives
V/u
s
G
1d
r
e
않
σ
15
m
.n
，라
값
O
F
G
G
N
26. If you checked that you participated in the activity in question 24
at all, write in the space after these questions one of the above
persons or no one.
Who usually accompanied you to dances or parties?
Who usually accompanied you to church activities?
Who usually went with you to the movies?
Who usually went with you fishing or hunting?
Who usually went with you on picnics?
Who usually went with you to baseball ?
Who usually went with you to basketball ?
Who usually went Honda riding with you?
Who usually went boating with you?
Who usually loafed with you?
Both of the boys agreed that the items in the questionnaire
were of concern to young people , and they felt youth in this area
would be willing to participate. Since the pretest number was small,
I took opportunities throughout the summer to give the questionnaire
to and discuss it with other young people who were not in the sample
or control group.
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III. FINAL FORMULATION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE
lThe final form. of the questionnaire- resulted from. m.y choice
z
of i tem. s from. the Student Opinion. Survey- and m.y di s cus sion of
these item. s with the two pretested boys.
Question 1 of the questionnaire in Table I , Item. s (b) through
3(i), cam.e directly from. the Student Opinion Survey. - The younger
boy, in the pretest, suggestedltem. (a). The older youth recom.-
m.ended adding the ’'or adults" in Item. (i). This young m.an knew
that m.any of the respondents would be older adolescents or young
adults. The record showed that he had beaten an older cab driver.
I chose Question 1 as an index of the actual incidence of be-
havior of both groups. The self-report index would also indicate
how the young persons felt about them.selves. Using the index for
the report of friends ’ behavior in Question 8 and about future be-
havior in Question 11 would obtain the group m.em.bers ’ self -im.age.
How the m.e m.bers saw their friends r behavior and how the m.embers
thought of their future behavior m.ight prove to be indicative of their
self-concept. The responses to the question about friends ’ behavior
also m.ight indicate whether the respondents ’ behavior was a group
phenom.enon and had group sanction or whether the behavior was lone
behavior.
1See Appendix, p. 11 7 - 26 ‘ G.ou l 9-’ ‘으p~ ..ci t.z 3표찮.， p. 5.
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To throw :more light on the relationship of officially reported
delinquent behavior , perception of the co:m:munity nor:m s and
anticipatedand aspired-to educational and occupational goals , Ques-
tions 2 through 7 in Table II were chosen. The educational goals
were similar to those of the Student Opinion ‘ Survey1 except for the
category "9th to 11th grade" advisedby the older pretested youth.
The list of occupations in the Student 。pinion Surveyz f。 r Questions
5, 6 and 7 , were :modified s'lightly.
Staff of the Seattle Atlantic Street Center had de signed Ques-
tions 8 , 9 , and 10, in Table III to test the hypothesis: r ’The :more
contact of certainkinds one has with others whoexhibit delinquent
behavior , the greater are the chances one will engage in delinquent
3behavior oneself. ,,- I chose Questions 9 and 10 primarily to relate
lGould, Ope cit. , p. 19.
2핀판.， p. 25, citing C. C. North and Paul K. Hatt, '’Occupa-
tional Status and Prestige," Robert 0' Brien, 략 란. , Readings in
General Sociology (Boston: Houghton, Mifflin, 1957), pp. 352-358.
The nine occupations drawn fro :m the North-Hall scale of occupa-
tional prestige included: owner of a lunch stand, :manager of a
grocery store , accountant, owner of a :manufacturing co :mpany,
electrician, janitor , physician (doctor) , (Boeing) engineer and
truck driver.
3Ibid. , p. 30, citing: Edwin H. Sutherland, Principles of
Cri:minology (Philadelphia: Lippincott, 1947), "butit has also been
stated" by Clifford Shaw and Henry D. McKay, Juvenile Delinquency
and Urban Areas (Chicago: University of Chicago Press , 1942) and
Richard Cloward and Lloyd Ohlin, Delinquency and Opportunity: A
Theo ry of Delinquent Gang s (Glencoe: The Free Press , 1960).
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the results to self-concept.
The 19 -year -old sugge sted that Di strict Court be added t。
J \lvenile Court in Question 10. He pointed out that although the
Juvenile Court has the power to commit a young person until age 21
to the Departmel1.t of Health andWelfare , any new charges against a
lperson after age 18 are heard in the District Court. - He added that
some of the sample groupwould be over 18.
Questions 12 through 19 in Table IV were chosen to ask the re-
spondents I perception of likelihood of punishment. QuesJions 20
through 23 in Table V might indicate the degree to which the respond-
a
ents were integrated into their neighborhood. - The possibility that
the questions might accomplish these two points was in accord with
Cli ffo rd Shaw ’ s and Henry McKay ’ s argument that well-integrated
communities were better able to control deviant behavior than poorly
or-ganized cornmunities. 3
The activities in Question 24 in Table VI came directly from
4
the Student Opinion Survey - with the following exceptions. I divided
l The same Judge served both courts.
Z쁘i브.， p. 30, citing Edwin H. Sutherland, Principles of Crim-
inology (Philadelphia: Lippincott, 1947), "but it has alsobeen
stated" by Clifford Shaw and Henry D. McKay, JuvenileJ?elinquency
and Urban Areas (Chicago: Univer·sity of Chicago Press , 1942) anq
Richard Cloward and Lloyd Ohlin, Delinquency and Opportunity: A
Theory of Delinquent Gangs (Glencoe: The Free Press , 1960).
3Ibid. 4핀판.， pp. 53 -58.
51
sports into categories , baseball and basketball, the two main or-
ganized sports of Ketchikan. The 15 -year -old boy sugge sted the
categories Honda riding , boating and loafing. Boatingwas a logical
sport to add for Ketchikan where life is oriented to water. The boy
who sugge sted loafing coriceived loafing as an active period of re-
laxation while marshalling one r S forces for the next, more outgoing
activity.
l
The' Student Opinion Survey- had designed Questions 25 and 26
in Table VI for boys only; therefore "gal" meant the friend of the
opposite sex; so I changed ’'gal" to "guy" for the girls of my two
groups.
Concurrently with completing the formulation of the qu~stion-
naire the guide lines for the interview took shape. They were sub-
sequently followed, with the exception that I asked more about the
respondents' knowledge of their family history than I had planned in
the guide lines. Some examples are in the section "Integration in
the Neighborhood" , page 70.
I kept information in duplicate. A copy of the format is in the
appendix. a Whi1e the research process was going on, I identified
my records by a number assigned to the respondent rather than by
name.
lIbid. ZAppendix, P · 11 6
52
IV. THE YOUNG PEOPLE OF THE STUDY
GROUP AND CONTROL GROUP
1
The Chief Probation Office r - of the Ketchikan Di strict Office
of the Youth and Adult Authority prepared a list of the most recent
19 releasees from correctional institutions into the community of
Ketchikan. Of the 19 , I found 15, 3 girls and 12 boys. All of the 15
agreed to participate and comprised the study group. I thought there
would be more. I asked for a list that would include the last 20 re-
leasees in the past year or two. He gave me a list that went back
two years. I decided it would be better to have a smaller sample
than to try to include members who had been released longer ago
than that, because of age , recall and locating difficulties.
The control group was from a list of 22 students. The vice-
principall of Ketchikan High Schoo1 1ooked over the high school
rolls for the past four years , matching as to sex, race and age the
19 of the preliminary study group. Of 22 pas sible controls , ~O were
found: 6 girls and 14 boys. Two Haida of the 20 did not wish to
participate. The mother of one gave as an excuse the boy' s embar~
rassment about his own delinquency. The other Haida did not keep
appointments she made with me. The other 18 agreed to participate.
1Interview with Curti s McDaniel, July 13 , 1967.
2Interview with Richard D. Hansen, August 21 , 1967.
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The nineteenth name in the final control group, and the fourteenth
boy, was a boy in Klawock! selected additionally to match a Klawock
boy in the study group.
v. OFFICIAL RECORDS
Some of the information obtained fronl the official records of
Youth and Adult Authority, Ketchikan Police Department and the
Division of Public Welfare is discussed here. Although I did not ask
the respondents this kind of information and did not have the official
record at the time of the interview, the observations from those
records about the following variables give more meaning to the
succeeding subdivision, "Interviews' ’ and Chapters V and VI.
Observations about Institutional Placement
The members of the study group. had been moved from horne
to an institution or from one institution to another a minimum aver-
age of 4.87 times. They had been away from horne an average of
1.6 years , a range of time from nine months to three years.
Four of the 12 boys had gone only to the correctional institu-
tion, the A1cantra Youth Camp. Those four had been in a minimum
of three institutions each: the Ketchikan Alaska State Detention
Horne , the Anchorage State Jail enroute to the Youth Camp and the
Youth Camp.
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Six of the seven boys placed at the Federal Correctional Insti-
tution at Englewood, Colorado , or by California Youth Authority had
been at Alcantra Youth Camp, first. The twelfth boy had been at the
MacLaren School for Boys in Oregon and was supervised in Ketchikan
under the Uniform Reciprocal Agreement. 1
The three girls had varied experiences. One came from Fort
Worden Treatment Center in Washington and was supervised here
under the Uniform Reciprocal Agre.ement. The two local girls had
been detained in the Detention Home and placed with California Youth
Authority; one of them had also been in a Home of the Good Shepherd
in Montana and in the Billings' Jail after a runaway from that home.
Six of the 19 members of the control group had been in the
Detention Home once for a day or two and none had been in a correc ~
tional schoo l. The records showed innumerable runaways from the
Detention Home and Alc a.ntra Youth Camp for the study group but no
management problems for the control group during the short periods
of time its membe r s had been detained.
As of July 13 , 1967 , the young people of the study group had
been home in the community from the last correctional school com-
mitment an average of 9. 21 months; the time ranged from two years
one month, to one month.
”tPT’4re4LPιa
kμceeq]
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Institutional Placements Since Release from Correctional School
Sinc e the re spondents ’ return to the community, ten of them
had been in jail because of violations relating. directly or indirectly
to alcoho l. Only one of the 15 had been incarcerated since his
return ‘ to the community, for a felony.
Offense Record
The Ketchikan Police Departmenthad known the members of
the study and control groups as juveniles under 18 for the violations
as shown in Table VII. The table shows that the number of official
offenses of the study group , 82, comparedwith 14 offenses of the
control group.
Population Characteri stic s
The girls of the study group , averaged one year three months
younger than the girls of the control group as is shown in Table VIII.
The boys ’ age in each group averaged about the same , although the
age range was less in the study group of boys. The study group as
a whole .averaged nine months younger than the control group , as
a re sult of inexact matching.
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TABLE VII
OFFENSE RECORD OF THE MEMBERS OF THE STUDY AND
CON ’I ’ROL GROUPS, FROM CONTACT SLIPS OF THE
KETCHIKAN CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT ON
FILE :IN THE YOUTH AND ADULT
AUTHORITY OFFICE
Control GroupStudy GroupOffenses
a
3
1
1
5
1
nu
nu
nU
Qu
?“
1i
Ii
7
6
5
-----l
l
I
l
l
--4
I
l
--‘
Liquor violations
Petty larceny
Curfew violations
Burglary
Referred to YAA - no
offense checked
La rceny
Shoplifting
No driver ’ s license
Disturbance
Breaking and entering
Resisting arrest
Inve stigation
Que stioning
Forgery
Runaway
Accident
Molesting auto
Other
.Vandalism
Injured person
No offense checked
Trespassing
Malicious de struction
of property
T raffic citations
TABLE VIII
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AGE OF RESPONDENTS OF STUDY AND CONTROL GROUPS,
JULY 13, 1967
Age Range of Mean Age Range of Mean
Sex Study Group (Years) Control Group (Years)
Girls 14 year s 5 months 15 years 2 months
to t。
17 years 3 m.onths 15.97 18 year s 7 months 17. 2
Boys 15 year s 9 months 14 years 9 months
to to
20 years 17.87 20 years 5 months 17.94
The closeness of the matching of sex is shown in Table IX. Per-
centages where shown, throughout the thesis , are for ease of com-
parison, regardless of the significance of differences.
TABLEIX
SEX OF RESPONDENTS OF STUDY AND CONTROL GROUPS
Study Group Control Group
Sex N % N %
Girls 3 25 5 26.3
Boys 12 75 14 73.7
- -
Total 15 100 19 100
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The proportions of identifiable racial or linguisitic groups
Eleven of the study groups wererepresented are shown in Table X.
The one Norwegian was the grandson of anindigenous to Alaska.
Alaska pioneer; the Japanese was the son of a recent post-war iIn-
Themixed Caucasians had been released intomigrant to Alaska.
The disproportionate num.ber of indige-Alaska from other states.
nous Alaskans on the list made it obvious that race was a significant
factor in delinquency in this area in some form. or another.
TABLE X
PROPORTIONS OF IDENTIFIABLE RACIAL OR LINGUISTIC
GROUPS REPRESENTED BY RESPONDENTS
p%
mrG1l
4
ormC
N
、l
m/
pmGV
J
,때·*
·L
”b
N
Racial or
Linguistic
Group
10.53
31. 63
21.05
5. 26
21. 05
5. 26
5. 26
99. 04>:c
2
6
4
l
4
l
l
-9
1I4
40
26. 67
12.34
6. 67
6.67
6.67
/b
4
a
l
l
-
Haida
Tlingit
Mixed Caucasian
Norwegian
Tsimpshian
Japanese
Eyak
100.01>:c15Total
*Per cent not even because of rounding off errors.
that the matching proces s resulted in a studytoo ,The fact ,
group of 40 per cent Haida and a control group of 10. 53 per cent
as well as inexact matching of Tlingit and Tsimpshian raisedHaida,
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the question as to whether or not any future study of this kind should
not match the linguistic groups,' or nations rather than race.
Records of intelligence and achievement were not complete.
H'igh school records showed that 36.84 per cent of the control group
were considered to be below average in achievement or intelligence.
The records of the probation office showed that 53. 33 per cent of
the study group seemed to be below average in achievement or intel-
ligence. This information came from different sources and was not
strictly comparable.
VI. INTER VIEWS
First, I telephoned the respondent, if his family had a tele-
phone. I talked to his family or himself, whoever was available. If
the family had no telephone or was away , from Ketchikan, I wrote a
letter asking him to write me or call me c -ollect. If he didn't re-
spond, I went to him. Each person and his family, in both groups ,
agreed to the interview, except for the two of the control group
already discussed. 1
Conditions of the interviews were varied. The approach was
consistent. I introduced myself and explained who had referred the
respondent~ He was told the project hadto do with research that
1Page 5z.
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was being done in Portland and with my going to school and that hi s
helpwas needed. With the study group, I emphasized that I was not
there to help or to check up on the respondent nor to require his
help. This was his opportunity to help other boys and girls and to
say what he wanted to say about having been in trouble. I
I explained that all information would be used for this research
only without identifying names. It meant an hour of his time , spent
in discussion and in filling out the questionnaire.
I gathered information in the interview to test the validity or
truth of the responses of the questionnaire. Sometimes the respond-
ent began talking in re sponse to the gene ral introduction. I had in
mind a 1ist of questions to ask and significant peop1ez to inquire
about. The plan for the interview was followed with one exception; 3
The first questionwas about how it had been or how it had felt in
correctional school. Some of the respondents knew me and knew
that I had not wanted them to have to go. I asked them in addition
how they had gotten along since they came home , what gathering
places they visited, whether they had work and. how school had gone.
The questionnaire began‘ with a question about own behavior that
lGisela Konopka, The Adolescent Girl in Conflict (Englewood
Cliffs , New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc. , 1966), p. 12.
aAppendix, p. l Z6 nU”t1l4F3peeq니
?3
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might have been threatening had there not beenth~ preparation of the
interview.
Interviews took place from July 16, 1967 , to September 13 ,
1967 , in the welfare office , the person's home or foster home , the
jail, other institutions and elsewhere. The welfare office facilities
were good for private interviewing , and convenient for me , so
respondentswho were able and willing , came there.
At the same time; I was willing to go anywhere else. For
example , I left Ketchikan August 30, 1967, for a day' s trip to
.Klawock and return via Grumman Goose. The respondent, who knew
of my coming, was waiting at the dock for the amphibious plane , in
the pouring rain. I told him that I had never seen Klawock and
wanted to. We walked up the main street, by the modern elementary
school to the totem park. He shyly acknowledged one Raven pole as
his family ’s , in answer to my query. We visited his house so that I
could greet all his family. There was no privacy for the interview
there. The Alaska Native Brotherhood Hall, the Pentecostal Church
and the Salvation Army Hall , the only public buildings other than the
school, were closed, as was the school. The one grocery store was
open part of the day. We stood under the porch roof of the Alaska
Native Brotherhood Hall while the respondent filled out the question-
naire. That day, Klawock, in the drenching rain, had a quietnes s
that was broken only by the' ’kla wock" of the ravens on the beach.
62
I was weather-bound for three days and stayed in a noisy inn above
a bar on a beach in Craig , road-connected to Klawock. This il-
lustrates how I saw some of the respondents on their own terms and
what kind of experiences brought home the respondents ’ andmy
closeness to the geography, the weather and wilderness , of this land
of contrasts.
All of the respondents but one gave responses that seemed
normal. The responses of the Norwegian of the study group, the
only local Oaucasian of this group , were bizarre confabulations. He
was interviewed in the Juneau State Jai l. He was the only one of the
study group convicted of a felony since release from correctional
school. He smoked constantly, and his fingernails were bitten to
the quick~
One of the boy s who didn ’t know me told me that he I ’goofed
around" with his questionnaire--and he kept the interview brief and
superficial.
One of the first things I asked in the interview was how it had
been in the correctional school. One girl explained, "I suppose it
helpedbecause I felt so horrible there. II
One boy thought:
It all depended on the person. I myself w:ent to Youth Camp
and came back a man. . . . The counselors were helpful
at camp. I was the most trusted boy. At Christmas for
example , of all the boys I was the one who was permitted
to go out alone for hours to find the right Christmas tree for
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the camp. A month after I was there I became a trustee
which meant that I was a trusted boy; then I had another
appointment and the third appointment which meant I was
a most trusted boy. I liked. it at camp.
These have been examples of the varied ways respondents
described their time in the correctional schools.
Some of the responses about how they felt about the experience
after they were home , and how they refle c; ted others ’ feeling s about
it are as follows. The boy quoted above said, "I get hurt by my
sisters and brothers who say to me , ’At least I ’ve never been in
prison. ’ I wanted to come home but now I wonder why. "
Another boy explained, "After I was in Detention overnight,
the kids teased me saying , ’What kind of bird doesn ’t fly? A jail
bird. 'II
Alcantra Youth Camp was called' ’Little Alcatraz" by the boys.
One boy threw more light on the youths I feeling s. ’'Even the 'In-
group ’ who thought it was the thing to do to be snotty with police and
be placedin Detention were down on the ones that went to Youth
Camp and other places. "
Some of the other respondents said that it made no difference
to their families or friends that they had been away, and that every-
thing. felt the same to them.
The remaining discussion about the kind of information obtained
in the interviews is divided into the subheadings of the six topics of
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the questionnaire as shown in Tables I through VI.
Self -Reported Behavior
Some of the kinds of things the respondents said that illu:minated
items listed in Table I are quoted here. There were no comments
pertaining to Items (a), (b) or (i). The examples of own behavior
often included example s of friends I behavior.
Item c. One of the local girls said, '’I acted hateful to my
Mom andDad, cussed and all when I got out of reform schoo l. I
felt hateful. 'I
Another young lady said:
When I first got home I got along all right withmy mother.
Then I started staying out late and my mother called me all
kindsof nastynames like tramp- -and things just got worse
at home. I just didn ’t try to stay with my mother anymore.
Some of the control group did not :mention their parents and
none of them mentioned them with derogation. One boy said that he
would not want to hurt his parents. Another one said that his father
would do anything for him. The Japanese boy said that he was being
raised like an American and not in Japanese tradition because his
mother , not he as eldest son, came first in his family.
Item d. The only detailed accounts of stealing were bythe
young adult who was in the Juneau Jail on the felony charge , who
recited his offenses glibly. Another comment was by a member of
the control group ,who said that stealing really wa:s.n ’t considered bad
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by a great number of his peer group.
Y_e~~. One respondent of the control group commented,
’'There is lots of drinking. The girls I know begin at 13. All the
kids I know drink. ’!
Another self-report from a respondent of the study group was:
"Here with myoId friends I do more drinking. Here I walk around
and walk around and go to the Northland until someone comes up and
asks me if I want to get drunk. "
Consistently the respondents had comments about the drinking ,
indicating that all had given this activity a lot of thought.
Item f. See Item c.
Item g. One study group , member commented: "I remember
destroying things that weren ’t mine - -in detention. There was not
enough air and not enough light; some of the windows were boarded
up- -so I and my buddy hit out the windows. "
Item h. One re spondent said that:
Kids up here don't fight with razors or knives. Fists are
used and seldom feet. I would fight anyone who ran down
my family, made fun of my family or put me down. One
boy who was made fun of because he looked more white than
Indian fought four or five people with no help.
Another young man said:
Two or three years ago if the young Coast Guard men or
any of the other young fellows from Puget Sound who came
up here tried to take the women- -right then and there ,
there was a rumble among the teenagers. The teenagers
he re are big and used to work and they are something to
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deal with. I reme lTIber one time two or three years ago
when two of the policemen. went in to stop a rumble and
came 0ut on their hands and knees. Ketchikan has quieted
down quite abit- ;.,maybe theword has gotten out to the
Coast Guardmen to leave the women alone here.
Most of the respondents anticipated drinking in the future; for
members of the studY , group ,this seemed to be with a feeling of self-
wo rthle s sne s sand hopele s sne s s.
Attitude Toward Community Norms
The control group had plans for school in the fall , except for
two members who were this year ’s high school graduates. Table XI
shows the frequency distribution of the school grade completed by
the respondents. This information came from the interviews and
from Ketchikan High School records. The mean of grades of school
completed for the study group. was 7. 92 and for the control group
, 11 plus.
The study group had comments to make about school like this:
"When I came home from the correctional school I thought I ’d re-
enter school , and then I remembered how it was. I didn ’t go back. II
Other younR men implied that the problems in attending a
school now were because of their age and their relationship with
peers. They said that they had received considerable encourage-
ment from teachers , but they just couldn ’t stay in school.
Of the study group , 53.33 per cent did not re-enter school.
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TABLE XI
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF SCHOOL GRADES COMPLETED
BY MEMBERS OF STUDY AND CONTROL GROUPS
JULY 13 , 19671
Three Girls of Study GroupA.
Percentage
33.33
33.33
33.33
99.99
Number
l
l
l
3
Five Girls of Control Group
School Grade Completed
7th
8th
9th
20. 00
20. 00
20. 00
40. 00
100.00
B.
l
l
l
z-5
9th
10th
11th
12th
8.32
25. 00
41.67
25.00
99.99
C.
1
3
5
3
-z
1l4
Twelve Boys of Study Group
6th
7th
8th
9th
14.29
o
14. 29
28. 57
28. 57
o
14.29
100. 01
D.
z
o
a
44
44
O
z
--4
--4
Fourteen Boys of Control Group
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
14th
IInformation from Ketchikan High School records and from
interviews.
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Forty-six per cent returned to school. Of the 46 per cent only 2, or
13.13 per cent of the study group remained in school. Onewas a
girl from Washington now living in Ketchikan; and the other a girl
from Ketchikan who now lived in California. In other words , none
of the youngsters was in school in his own community. Prior to the
young people ’s leaving the communityfor correctional schools , only
one had experienced school management as his main problem.
Forfour , school had been no problem at all; for six, school
management had been a secondary problem; for four , the official
records and the interviews were not clear.
Not one of the young people advanced acade ITlically while he
wasin correctional school. Being placed seemed to have been
synoniYmous with the ending of the young person' s acade ITlic educa-
tion.
All of the control group reported employITlent , while only 25
per cent of the study group had employment.
Delinquent Friends
Some of the members of the control group ITlentioned delinquent
friends. The study group evidenced knowledge of and as sociation
with one anothe r .
It was not until the winter of 1967 when I was evaluating the
information from the welfare office records from a geneological
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standpoint that I realized that of the six Haida of the study group ,
three had the same great grandm.other. Two others of the six were
relatives of those three. The one who was referred for the control
group;who refused to participate because of his own delinquency re-
cord was a relative of these five Haida. This raises the question of
the significance of their relationship. Was it significant or can a
relationship be found for alm.ost all Haida of this generation?
This great grandmother was from Victoria, British Columbia.
If a women were here in Kaigani Pass from Victoria, British
Columbia, was she not a slave? If this were so did the respondents ’
descent from a slave affect their peer relationships now in the corn ‘
munity of Ketchikan? Whether or not the aboriginal status affects
present social adjustment is a questionworthy of further pursuit.
Perception of Community Reaction to Deviance
A young. ITlan of the study group told me:
I knew when I went up. the ITlountain drinking that day that
I was running a risk. I hadn ’t been drinking at all for five
months but I'd broken with my girl friend that weekend
and so that' s what happened. I ’d run a risk and lost...
We always know when we drink that we are running the ri sk
of getting caught, but we do it anyway.
One respondent of the control group said, "The kids who get
caught are the one s who have to go downtown to show off that they ’ve
been drinking. "
One of the girls said, ’'The ’in-group ’ are as wild as the others ,
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but the ’in ... group ’ has parents who get them out of trouble if they are
caught. The others get caught and no one gets them out. '’
The respondents were consistent that race didn't enter into
this. The problem was where you drank, whether you were caught
and how you behaved when you were caught.
Integration in ~eig_hborhood
In the interviews no obviously universal attitudes appeared.
There were occasional comments by the study group , members about
doing better down south in neighborhoods where they weren't known.
Here I will discuss the one exception 1 mentionedl that was in-
cluded in the interviews. The respondents reminisced more freely
than I had anticipated about their cultural history. It seemed that
in a setting such as this research project, with more time , and with
less stress than in interviews centered around a crisis to solve,
more knowledge of their former culture was discus sed. Their
closeness to this former culture would be a factor in their integra-
tion in Ketchikan today. Respondents who were indigenous Alaskans
knew to which matrilineal clan they belonged. All of them who were
asked had an Indian name. There were indications that the names
given were names of ancestors and that some belief in reincarnation
of the spirit of the ancestor was held by the family who gave the
lSee p. 60.
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name , if not by the youth of today who had the name.
1Chief Skowl, a great Haida Chief, - was the "great grandfathe r
of one of the respondent' s uncles , " according to the respondent.
。ne of the boys of the study group who 1ive s in Ketchikan told
this story of the origin of his people in Klawock:
The people were on· the other island. Lots of salmon were
there. The people were killing the fish for fun- -just to be
killing them. Someone came, sent by the Raven, who told
them that the Raven was tired of this and wanted no more of
it. Only one women and her brother believed him. This
woman went across the island to Prince of Wales , with her
brother on her back. Behind her she could hear the waves
and the people screaming. The woman was the beginning of
the Klawock people. S 1?-e was my grandparents ’ grandmother
or great grandmother. ι
My grandmother used to teach me these stories , but my
grandfather told her not to. My grandfather said that I
had to learn to live in the world as it is today.
One Haida girl had a sister whose name is the longest word in
Haida. The girl related:
. Her name (my sister' s) means there is a peacock at
the end of a stream in a tree. The tree had two heads (two
top s) and the peacock is in a big ne st made of twig s trying
to break open an abalone shell. to get the meat.
1Edward L. Keithahn, 으요· 닫!.. , p. 148.
2Each lineage group had its own story of its beginning. Note
that both of the respondents quoted referred to the relative in rela-
tion to another relative- -not to "my great great grandmother' ’ or
’'my great grandfather"; but my' ’grandparents ’ great grandmother' ’
and "my uncle ’ s great grandfather" , using de:s.criptive terms for
primary denotative terms. George Peter Murdock discusses this
in "Kinship and Social Behavior Among the Haida, " American
Anthropologist (1934) , p. 384.
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Do you know about the akustikaor gogaet? The gogaet
grow from the.little ones who are lost in the woods .
. They eat fish and some say that there are fish bones
sticking out all over their faces but I doubt this. I think
maybe their faces get all hairy as they grow older. It' s
mercy to kill them. My uncle tells about the old man sitting
by the fire who watched the gogaet get closer and closer
and then the old man shot the gogaet. He ran and was found
caught in the branche s in the woods. I like all my uncle ’s
stories because they are true about my people.
My name means "dusk on the maid. ’I This was my
uncle ’s great grandmother ’s name .
. Did you know that my mother and one of her sisters
were princesses? (My mother ’ s generation) didn ’t have
slaves because it was the beginning of civilization, and
they didn ’t wear beads.
Thi s gi rl, who had been using slang. as she talked, calling the
probation officer' ’what ’ s her face" and her mother "myoId lady"
relaxed as she talked about her people. This child, who tried so
hard to give me the impres sion of brittlenes s , was only 14. She
was 12 when she was first placed in detention. She is round, round-
eyed, round-faced, and seems stocky although she has a little waist.
Her fingers and hands are delicate. Her eyes are almost black; her
skin bronzed by the sun. Her black hair is straight.
One. of the boys said that he didn ’t believe in the old time
legends the way his older brother did. Theboy knew one story he
liked particularly about "the akustika, one -half land otter and one-
half man who is so strong that it can swim one or two miles out
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into the ocean to a boat. "
Activities
The almost universal concern for themselves and their peers
was the drinking. The category "dances or! parties ’, should have been
two categories , many respondents said. There is a distinction be-
tween going to a dance and to a ’'party." The definition of ’'party'l
is a gathering of young people to drink.
The respondents of the study group go to the Northland or ’'walk
around and walkaround" alone. The other respondents varied where
they went. None use the Civic Center anymore. They said, I ’It' s
for little kids. ’!
One basketball player of the control group described his
pre sent group:
This group plays basketball. They get decent grades and
are inwith the teachers. We all want to go on to school but
don ’t know if we ’re capable. Some like me , were in with
the "crowd' ’ and left it. I still have friends in the crowd
and speak to them. I got in the crowd in the fi r st plac e be-
cause although all mylife I ’d played with the gQod group,
when I went fishing.with my dad a couple of summers ,
when I got back I was out; and so then I starting hanging
around the Northland and got in with the "in-group. "
He also said, "These kids are even down on the ones that go to
Wasilla and places like that. ’, 1
lThese kids meant "lower class. "
빼빼뼈때P녕l‘!•.닝에‘·η‘빠rII3Uul새」삐”nμF!ι…“』FquR1뻐}i”U@ju’”‘‘-매깨써W삐R빼”nMUnv•
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Comprehensiveness was sacriHced for reliability, and the
responses to the questionnaire took priority over the information
from the interviews and the records. F‘ urther analysis , statistically,
is undertaken in Chapter V which presents the findings about the
significance of the differences among categories.
CHAPTER V
FINDINGS
This study was concerned with subjective responses of selected
experiences in the boys ’ and girls ’ lives in the community. These
experiences were reflected in the responde :n,ts ’ self - reports about
their delinquent behavior , their report of friends I behavior and their
report of anticipated delinquent behavior; their attitude toward com-
munity norms of education and occupation; their known delinquent
friends; their perception of com.m.unity ’s reaction to deviance with
respect to four groups of significant pe rsons: parents , neighbors ,
police and friends; the respondents I integration into their neighbor-
hood; and their activities participated in and with whom.. If the self-
reports of the two groups were significantly different it was assumed
their experiences had been significantly different. This difference
would reflect that the two groups had brought varied feeling sand
actions to the com.m.unity , as well as that the com.m.unity had reacted
with varied feelings and actions.
Guide line null hypotheses were formed with respect to each of
the item. s in the six classifications. To determ.ine whether the null
hypotheses could be accepted or rejected, the totals of the responses
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were grouped into intervals large enough to meet the chi -square
minimal requirement of five theoretical frequencies in a cell. The
5 per cent probability level was used. With one degree of freedom ,
l
the critical value is 3.841. - With two degrees of freedom , this is
5. 99l. z At times the differences in the responses were evident by
inspection. Percentages were also used in comparing the two
groups I responses.
1. REPOR T OF DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
Self -Report
The null hypothe si s e stabli shed was that the re are no signi-
ficant differences in the responses of the study group and the control
group with respect to the nine items of the self-report scale. The
null hypothesis was accepted for the items in Table XII and rejected
for the items in Table XIII. The null hypothesis was rejected with
reference to the totals of all the acts for all nine iterns: xz = l5. 8
with two degrees of freedom. A greater proportion of the study
group. admitted committing these acts - -and more frequently- -than
of the control group , as is shown in Table XV.
l Herbert Arkin and Raymond R. Colton, Table s for Stati sti -
cians (New York: Barnes and Noble , Inc. , 1950, 1963 , 1966) ,
p. 126.
aIbid.
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TABLE XII
CATEGORIES'IN WHICH THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS
ABOD ’I ’ SELF-REPORTED DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
WERE NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT
QUESTION 1:
The Behavior
a. Had driven a Honda without a license
b. Had driven a car without a license
c. Had taken little things
i. Had damaged thing s
k. Hadthreatened another kid for money
One degree of freedom~throll 라lout. ~.-
xz . o5
.2685
.331
.0167
1. 1878
By inspection
The differences were in responses about acts that, if com-
mitted by an adult would not have been a major offense or a felony.
Two of the behaviors dealt with attitudes toward parents and horne ,
disobeying parents to their faces or running away, and the third be-
havior was about drinking. These responses indicated that the group
came from the poverty level and that the community' s status values
had given them little opportunity to develop pride in their families;
they were ashamed of their families or ashamed of themselves in
their families. One of the girls said that she thought that her family
had low status in the community- -and that it had had low status in
the olden days too. One of the boys said about his parents , ’ 'They
are just like all of us - -all right until they start drinking. "
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TABLE XIII
CATEGORIES .IN WHICH THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS
ABOUT SELF -REPORTED DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
WERE SIGNIFICANT L Y DIFFERENT
QUESTION 1:
The Behavior xa . o5
c. Had disobeyed parents' authority
e. Had been drinking
f. Had run away from home
m
m
m
샤나
서μ야
e
e
e
p
p
p
qu
q
]
Q
]
m
.m
.m
y
y
y
B
B
B
One degree of freedom throughout.
TABLE XIV
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE
OF THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS ABOUT
SELF ... REPORTED BEHAVIOR COULD NOT
BE DETERMINED>~
QUESTION 1:
The Behavior xa . o5
Had beat up kids or adults
>:~cell n insufficient
Table XV gives the percentages of the responses of each group
fo reach item.
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Report of Friends ’ Behavior
The null hypothesis established was that there are no signifi-
cant differences in the responses of the two groups with regard to
t h.e report of behavior of friends. Table XVI shows that there are
more categories in which the behavior of friends was reported with
no significant differences compared with self-reports as shown in
Table XII.
TABLE XVI
CATEGORIES IN WmCH THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS
ABOUT FRIENDS' DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR WERE
NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT
QUESTION 8:~
The Behavior
a. Had driven a Honda without a license
b. Had driven a car without a license
c. Had disobeyed their parents
d. Had taken; little things
h. Had threatened other people for money
i. Had beat up other kids or adults
One degree of freedom throughout.
X 2 .05
By inspection
By inspection
.9173
.8935
By inspection
By inspection
Table XVII shows that there are significant differences about
two of the same acts as were noted in self-reports and one additional
act. There is also a significant difference in the number of times
friends had committed the total number of acts.
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TABLE XVII
CATEGORIES INWHICH THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS
ABOUT FRIENDS' DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
WERE SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT
QUESTION 8:
The Behavior X 2 .05
e. Had been drinking
g. Haddamaged thing s that did not belong to them
f. Had run away from hom.e
n
n
n
.m
·m
.m
•
lv
ιlν
ιlv
c
c
c
e
e
e
P4
P
‘
P4
q
]
딩〕딩〕
·m
·m
·m
y
y
y
B
B
B
Total number of time s friends had com.mitted
total number of acts: 6. 1926
One degree of freedom. throughout
Table XV shows that a greater proportion of the study group
reported having friends ’ committing the acts - -and m.ore frequently--
than the control group.
Tables XVIII and XIX show that each group's self-report
scale and report of friends' behavior about item. s (b) through (i)
were not significantly different. Each groups ’ self -report of item
(a) was significantly different by inspection from report of friends'
behavior.
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TABLE XVIII
CATEGORIES IN THE ,GROUPS' SELF-REPORT AND THE GROUPS ’
REPORT OF FRIENDS ’ BEHAVIOR IN WHICH THERE
WERE NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES
QUESTIONS 1 AND 8:
The Behavior
Study Group
b. Had driven ‘ a car without a license
c. Had disobeyed parents
e. Hadbeen drinking
f. Had run away from horne
Control Group
b. Had driven a car without a license
c. Had disobeyed parents
d. Had taken Iittle thing s
e. Had been drinking
g. Had damaged things
One degree of freedom throughout.
X
2
.05
.1428
By inspection
By inspection
By inspection
1.6888
.4500
.0375
By inspection
. 1178
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TABLE XIX
THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE OF CATEGORIES IN
WHICH THE GROUPS' SELF-REPORT AND THEGROUPS ’
REPORT OF FRIENDS ’ BEHAVIOR COULD
NOT BE DETERMINED
QUESTIONS·l AND 8:
The Behavior
Study Group
d. Had taken little things
g. Had damaged things
h. Had threatened another person for money
i. Hadbeat up other pe rsons
Control Group
h. Had threatened another person for money
i. Had beat up another person
The high correlation between reports of own behavior and
reports of friends ’ behavior suggests that the behavior is group
phenomena. It at least does not rule out that it is group phenomena.
Both groups were more objective about friends. Theyboth reported
friends' committing these acts more frequently than themselves.
Anticipated Behavior
The null hypothesis established was that there are no signifi ‘
cant differences in the two groups' responses with respect to their
anticipated behavior. The significance of the difference s in the
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responses could not be determined. Neither group had members who
anticipated as many of the actions in the future as they had com-
mitted. Table XV shows that more of the study group anticipated
this behavior than that of the control group, except that 20 per cent
more of the control group , anticipated drinking in the future. The
same percentage of each group, 26 per ce끄t ， expected to drink nine
or more times.
The lack of correlation between self -reported behavior and
anticipated behavior couldbe due to the age of these respondents.
One re spondent of the control group said: ’'They all go through it.
Some get caught. Some grow out of it. . . . It' s like tight pants --
you grow out of it. "
。ne point of interest is that, although both groups anticipated
drinking , during the summer and winter of 1967 only the study group
had violations relatedto drinking. This indicates that there is a
difference in some other variable , such as the place in which the
individuals drink , the way they drink or a difference in theway the
delinquency control system responds to them. Drinking was one of
the factors in all violations of the study group , following release into
the community, except for one respondent. One member of the
control group said that the kids who got caught drinking were the
ones who had to go down town to show off that they were drinking.
There was a preponderance of natives in the groups. Because
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of this and because drinking was correlated with most of the of ‘
fenses , one wonders whether or not the original liquor laws with
their discrimination against the native group have affected drinking
patterns.
Lemert1 and Hawthorn, Jamieson and Belshaw, in The Indians
z
of British Columbia speculate on the ，:eff~<;t-the original laws may
have had on drinking patterns. Drinking is one stimulant used which
3
tends to make the user aggressive. - It may be that the respondents
in the study group , with their apparent feeling of submissiveness
and self-worthlessness , used the alcohol as a stimulant to increase
their feeling of worth.
II. ATTITUDE TOWARD COMMUNITY NORMS
The null hypotheses established with respect to the two groups ’
attitude toward community norms were:
Hypothesis 1. There are no significant differences in the
responses of the study group and the control group with respect to
1Edwin M. Lemert, Alcohol and the North Coast Indian (Berk-
ley and Los Angeles: University of California Press , 1954).
ZHawthorn, Jamieson and Belshaw, The Indians of Briti sh
Columbia (Berkley: University of California Press and University
of British Columbia, 1958).
3"Round-Up of Current Research: The Varieties of Drug Ex-
perience , " Trans -Action (St. Louis , Mis souri: Washington
University, October, 1968), p. 5.
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their perceptions of comITlunity norITlS, aspirations and expecta-
tions of educationq.l and occupational attainITlent.
Hypothesis II. There are no significant differences in the
responses of each group with respect to its perceptions of COITl-
munity nor ITlS, aspirations and expectations of educational and
occupational attainITlent.
There are no significant diffe rences in the two groups r per-
a
ceptions of educational attainITlent; X- = . 3310. There are signifi-
cant differences by inspection of educational expestations. Both
groups perceived the comITlunity nor ITlS of educational attainITlent as
high school graduation or ITlore , with one exception each. As
Table XX shows a slightly higher percentage、 of the study g roup than
the control group , 46.66 per cent of the study group as cOITlpared
with 36.8 per cent of the control group perceived the cO ITlITlunity
nor ITl as SO ITle college , vocational school or college graduation.
When the re sponse s are cOITlbined into the two clas se s of ITlOre
than high school graduation and high school graduation and less , the
hypothesis that there are no significant differences in each group ’S
perceptions , aspiration, and expectations of educational attainment
is accepted only with regard to the study group ’s perceptions and
aspirations. Then Xa = a. 4. Tab1e XX shows that of the study
group only 6.66 per cent perceived the community norm as less than
high school graduation, but 20 per cent aspired to less than high
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school graduation, and 52.22 per cent expected never to finish high
school. Table XX also shows that only one person, S. 26 per cent
of the control group, perceived the norm as less than high school,
and that sarne person, S. 26 per cent of the group , aspired and ex-
pected to achieve Ie s s than high school graduation. Of the control
group 36.80 per cent saw the community norm as more than high
school graduation, yet 89.40 per cent aspired to more than high
school graduation, and 73. 66 per cent expected to achieve more than
high school graduation. In other words , the control group expected
to go farther in educational attainment than it felt the community
expected of it.
TABLE XX
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS WITH
REGARD TO PERCEPTION OF COMMUNITY NORMS,
ASPIRATIONS , AND EXPECTATIONS OF
EDUCATIONAL ACillEVEMENT
QUESTIONS 2 , 3 , AND 4:
Perception A.spiration Expectation
SG CG SG CG SG CG
8th 0 0 0 0 6. 66 0
9th to 11 th 6.66 5. 26 20 5. 26 46. 66 5. 26
Senior High 46. 66 57.89 33.33 5.26 26.66 21.05
Communi ty College 0 5.26 0 2 1. 05 0 10.52
1 or 2 years college 13.33 15.78 13.33 21. 05 0 15.78
Vocational School 6. 66 0 6.66 15.78 O 21. 05
4 year s college or
more 26. 66 15.78 26. 66 3 1. 57 20. 00 26.31
잃 St때‘y Group
CG ‘ Control Group
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TABLE XXI
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THERE WERE SIGNIFICANT
DIFFERENCES IN THE RESPONSES OF THE
CONTROL GROUP IN ATTITUDES ABOUT
COMMUNITY NORMS OF EDUCATIONAL
ACHIEVEMENT
QUESTIONS 2, 3 , AND 4:
Attitudes xz . o5
PerceptionslAspirations
Pe rc eptions I Expectations
11. 30.9 4
5.2158
One degree of freedom throughout.
The records indicated that the expectations of the respondents
realistic and correlated with their actual school placement. 1
The significance of the differences with respect to the two
groups ’ perceptions of community norms , aspirations and expecta-
hons of occupational attainment could not be determined. Both
groups had difficultieswith the questions designed to test those vari-
abIes. The staff of the Atlantic Street Center also had reported this.
They thought it might be because of the youth of their respondents.
The respondents in my study group were older adolescents. As I
observed the respondents ’ reactions and talked to them about the
question, I felt the format was difficult for them. Second,
Q
U
/0/0/0빼ee[b1l4
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occupations li sted didn ’t seem meaningful to them.
III. DELINQUENT FRIENDS
There were significant differences in the number of young
people each group knew who had been in trouble and in court as is
shown in Tables XXII and XXIII. Since the respondents of the study
group had all been in correctional school they of course knew more
young people who had been in court and in trouble. A question about
how many young people they had known who had not been in trouble
would have told more.
TABLE XXII
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THERE WERE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES
IN RESPECT TO THE NUMBER OF YOUNG PEOPLE EACH
GROUP KNEW WHO HAD BEEN IN TROUBLE
QUESTIONS 9 AND 10:
Category
Number of young peopleknown who
had been in trouble.
Number of youngpeople known who
had been in court.
One degree of freedom throughout.
X
2
.05
7.4090
3.9448
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TABLE XXIII
PERCENTAGE OF NUMBER OF RESPONSES ABOUT NUMBER
OF YOUNG PEOPLE KNOWN WHO HAD BEEN
IN TROUBLE OR IN COURT
QUESTIONS 9 AND 10:
Pey_ce]).tage o_f _NuI!lber of _Young People
More
Cate율ory None 1-2 3-5 6-10 than 10
Numbe r of young people
known who had been in
trouble:
SG 0 13.33 o 6. 66 86. 66
CG 15.78 10.52 5. 26 26.31 42.10
Number of young people
known who had been in
court:
SG 0 6.66 20. 13.33 60.
CG 10.52 21.05 36.84 5. 26 26.31
SG - Study Group - N = 15
CG - Control Group - N = 19
The fact that delinquent behavior is a group phenomena has
again not been ruled out.
IV. PERCEPTION OF COMMUNITY REACTION TO DEVIANCE
The significance of the difference in the two groups' responses
about perception of community reaction to deviance could in most
instances , not be determined because of the smallness of the
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number , less than five , in at least one of the categories to be used
in the four cells. Tables XXIV and XXV show this. Table XXVI
gives the percentages of responses.
TABLE XXIV
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO.GROUPS
ABOUT LIKELIHOOD OF DISCOVERY OF MISBEHAVIOR
WERE NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT
QUESTIONS 12, 13 , 14, AND 15:
Significant Pe r son
Police finding out about behavior
One degree of freedom.
TABLE XXV
X 2 .05
1.6279
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THE SIGNIFICANCE OF DIFFERENCE
ABOUT LIKELIHOOD OF DISCOVERY COULD
NOT BE DETERMINED
QUESTIONS 12, 13, 14, AND 15:
Significant Person
Parents finding out about behavior
Neighbors finding out about behavior
Friends finding out about behavior
TABLE XXVI
PERCENTAGE OF、 RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS WITH
RESPECT TO LIKELIHOOD OF
DISCOVERY OF MISBEHAVIOR
QUESTIONS 12, 13 , 14, 15:
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Significant Very Very
Person Unlikely Unlikely Likely Likely
Parents
SG 0 13.33 46. 66 40.
CG 10.52 5. 26 21.05 52. 63
Neighbors
SG 6.66 26. 66 60. 6.66
CG 10.5-2 10.52 42.10 36. 84
Friends
SG 0 5.26 46. 66 46.66
CG 5. 26 0 26.31 68.42
Police
SG 13.33 40. 33. 33 13.33
CG 10.52 21. 05 42.10 26.31
SG - Study Group , - N = 15
CG - Control Group , - N = 19
Table XXVII and XXVIII show the findings with respect to the
respondents ’ perception of likelihood of punishment. A greater
proportion of the control group, 84 per cent, thought their parents
would punish for misbehavior , but over 50 per cent of the study
group thought parents would punish. Of the study group , 100 per
cent. thought it likely or very likely that the police would do some-
thing , about the respondents ’ behavior , while 84 per cent of the
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control group thought so. Two of the three of the control group who
thought the police would not do anything about the respondents ’ be~
havior were Caucasian. About 75 per cent of both groups thought
that friends would do nothing about respondents ’ behavior. These
responses again point the way toward the group phenomena of be-
havior of young people this age. The responses also indicate that
the control group felt surer of parental control than did the study
group.
TABLE XXVII
CATEGORIES INWHICH THE RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS
ABOUT LIKELII-IOOD OF PUNISHMENT WERE
NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT
QUESTIONS 16, 17 , 18 , AND 19:
Significant Person
Parents ’ puni s hing them
Neighbors' doing something about the behavior
One degree of freedom throughout.
x
2
.05
3.8257
1. 2004
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TABLE XXVIII
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF THE TWO GROUPS WITH
RESPECT TO LIKELIHOOD OFPUNISHMENT
QUESTIONS 16, 17 , 18 , AND 19:
Significant Very Very
Person Y:n.1ikely U퍼많ely Likely Likely
Parents
SG 13.33 33. 33 26. 66 26. 66
CG 5. 26 10.52 42.10 42.10
Police
SG 0 0 26. 66 73.33
CG 10.52 5. 26 42.10 42.10
Neighbors
SG 13.33 53.33 20. 6.66
CG 10.52 42.10 31.57 15.78
Friends
SG 46.66 33.33 20. 0
CG 52.63 2 1. 05 15.78 10.52
SG _. Study Group - N = 15
CG - Control Group - N = 19
The responses seem to be Gonsistently related inversely.
v. INTEGRATION IN NEIGHBORHOOD
The significance of the difference in the responses about this
variable could not be determined. Table XXIX shows that 47 per
cent of the study group liked the neighborhood in which its members
lived, while 84 per cent of the control group liked the neighborhood.
Both groups had close friends in respondents' neighborhood and in
their scho01, and a little more than 50 per cent of both groups had
close friends who ran around together in a group.
TABLE XXIX
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES OF BOTH GROUPS ABOUT
INTEGRATION IN NEIGHBORHOOD
QUESTIONS 20 , 21 , 22, AND 23:
Not at Not Very
Category all very much Somewhat much
Do you like the
neighborhood in
which you live?
SG 20. 26.66 46.66 6. 66
CG 5.26 10.52 47.36 36.84
Clo se friends in
the neighborhood: 0-3 4-7 8+
SG 40. 13.33 40.
CG 63.16 5. 26 21.05
Close fri때is 빼ho go
to your school:
SG 6.66 20. 73. 33
CG 5. 26 21.05 68.42
Clo se friends in
group:
SG 40. 20. 33.33
CG 36.84 36.84 21. 05
SG - StudyGroup -N= 15
CG - Control Group - N = 19
95
96
VI. ,. ACTIVITIES
The null hypotheses were that there are no differences in the
two groups' participation in certain activities and in who accompanied
the respondents to those activities. Table XXX shows the differ-
ences in the responses of the two groups in percentages. Table
XXXIII shows thatthere were no significant differences in participa-
tion in four of the activities. Table XXXIV shows that there were
significant differences in participation in dances and parties , base-
ball and basketball.
Several of the respondents said that there should have been two
categories: one, "dances," and one , "parties; ’I the definition of
"party is a gathering of youngsters to drink. There is a distinction
between going to a dance and going to a party. Sometimes the
parties followed the dances.
Baseball and basketball are both adult sponsored and organized
recreational activities in Ketchikan for young people. In baseball there
are Minor League , Little League , Babe Ruth and Young Adult base-
ball. In basketball there are church- sponsored basketball , school bas-
ketball and Metro League for Junior High and High school age young-
sters who do not play in school basketball. The record showed that
two of the boys in the control group were on the varsity team of the
high school and one of the girls was drill team. leader for three years.
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Table XXXII shows the difference in proportions as to who ac-
companied the respondents to activities. These results vary in re-
lationship with totals shown in Table XXXI in two categories , sisters
and other relatives. Otherwise the relationships of the totals are the
same in both tables - - showing the control group higher for companions
in all categories except for no one and gang. Maybe members of the
study group were more apt to be 1’loners ’ I or with a "gang ’ I than are
the members of the control group. The members of the control
group show that they considerable male identification. Having a
father for a companion meet with com.munity approval, but also
m.eans that the father is available to offer appropriate help is one is
in trouble.
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TABLE XXXII
USUAL COMPANION - SHOWN IN PERCENTAGE OF NUMBER
QUESTION 25:
COnlpanion
No One
Father
Mother
Brother
Sister
Other Relative
Friends
Gal
Gang~:~
Study Group
33.33
40.
33. 33
33.33
26.66
33.33
66.66
53.33
46.66
Control Group
21.05
68.42
52.63
63.16
42.10
57.89
89.47
68.42
42.10
SG - Study Group - N = 15
CG - Control Group ..; N = 19
~:~Difference not statistically significant
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TABLE XXXIII
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THERE WERE NO SIGNIFICANT
DIFFERENCES IN PARTICIPATION IN
CERTAIN ACTIVITIES
Activity X 2 .05
Club activity
Movies
Boating
Loafing
1. 7591
.0507
1858
2.4158
One degree of freedo In throughout.
Totals of participation in all activities. .7001
Three degrees of freedo In for last iteIn.
TABLE XXχIV
CATEGORIES IN WHICH THERE WERE SIGNIFICANT
DIFFERENCES IN PARTICIPATION IN
CERTAIN ACTIVITIES
Activity xz . o5
Dances and parties
Baseball
Basketball
m
m
·-L
·1L
8
야
야
8
e
e
U
뼈i뼈4
커L
·m
·m
y
y
B
B
One degree of freedo In throughout.
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VII. SUMMARY
The findings indicate both similarities and differences between
young people designated as either normal or delinquent. Both groups
were objective about friends 1 drank beer with different meaning and
consequences for each group , thought they were expected to finish
high school and expected punishment for misbehavior.
The releasees admitted more misbehavior , knew young people
in similar circumstances and were more open in their defiance.
The average or normal youngsters liked their community
better , had higher aspiration, expectations and attainments at
school , play and work and the delinquency control system operated
less harshly with them.
In Chapter VI, the Conclusion, I will evaluate the research
project, summarize some of the findings , some of the .things I
suspect and make some suggestions regarding what can be done
about them.
CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSIONS
Both groups of the research study were small and therefore ,
no conclusions can be drawn from the findings to a larger population.
The control group, while independently selected, was neither a ran-
dom sample of a population nor strictly matched on a number of)
variables which turned out to be significant. The chi - square test of
significance helped in the interpretation of the findings , especially
since the two groups were of different size.
Except for some offenses considered more serious , the youth
are similar in both groups with respect to behavior designated as
delinquent. The study group reported committing the acts more
frequently. The more favored group is protected by place of delin-
quency, low visibility and community norms of reaction. Those not
protected by their status , including family and economic , adjust
their behavior and life patterns, tending to oppose , resist or reject
the normS which have degraded them. Incarceration handicaps them
by lowering their status in family and community making normal
peer relationships more difficult, teaching them more sophisticated
anti - social attitude s and abilities and putting them behind their age
l06
group, especially in school.
In this setting , conflicting cultures add to the confusion of
young people seeking an identity. The large proportion of indigenous
Alaskans in the study group and the history of the delinquency pat-
terns point to race as being associated with delinquency in this area,
as in other areas , and point to the phenomenon of delinquency as
having something to do with how groups of people treat each other in
a community. Delinquency also has something to do with the inter-
relationships of sub -groups. Any future study of this kind in Alaska
might consider matching lingui stic groups or nations and might also
consider the effect of aboriginal status on the re spondent' s status
today. Delinquency also has to do with one ’s relationships with
one' s own friends and gang.
The individual respondents of the study group were realistic
in their perception of community norms. They were realistic too
about their families ’ status in the town. It was of interest that the
control group perceived the community’ s norms for education as
lower than it aspired to.
Some points about the method itself might help others. The
questionnaire was of interest to the respondents and easy for them
to use , except for the question about employment. The question-
naire began too abruptly for use in a group setting without an inter-
view first. If the responses in all multiple choices had been in the
107
order from I ’0' ’ or "never" to the higher quantities , the responses
could have been tabulated more 'easily. The quantification of the
multiple choice replie s in que stions 19 through 23 would be more
telling if they included "0" friend. There is a considerable differ ..
ence between having "0 ’, friend and ’'3
"
friends. One additional ques-
tion about number of friends and acquaintances who had not been
known to the court and who had not been in trouble would make the
questions about the number of friends known who had been in the
court and in trouble more meaningfut
There is more that Can be gleaned from the interviews , but
comprehensiveness was sacrificed for reliability. Future research
de signed to yield reliable informa.tion from interviews and case hi s-
tories would be rewarding. The information ‘ from the interviews as
well as the findings from the response f:j to the questionnaire chal-
lenged the notion that delinquency is a characteristic only of the
person himself and also challenged the notion that our present
system is geared for the good of the YQuthful offender.
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APPENDIX
Recording For lTI
NUlTIber Date Ti lTIe
Where contact was lTIade.
Who lTIade contact?
What was contact?
For exalTIple: At the Probation Office , I read
records.
At the boys ’ hO lTIe , I interviewed
'" the boy and gave hi lTI the
questionnaire.
Number: Date: Place:
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1. Have you ever done any of these things? Circle answer yes or no.
If your answer is yes ,
circle answer howoften.
Driven a motorcycle without a
driver' s license? If so , how
often?
Driven a car without a driver' s
license? If so , how:. often?
Disobeyed your parents ’
authorityto their face? If so ,
how often?
Yes No
o 1 -2~ 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1 - 2 3 -9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
Taken little things that did not Yes No
belong to you? If so, how
often? 0 1-2 3-9
Bought or drunk beer , wine , Yes No
or liquor (including drinking
at horne)? If so , how often? 0 1-2 3-9
More than 9
More than 9
Run away from horne? If so ,
how often?
On purpose , damaged, or
destroyed things that did not
belong to you? If so, how
often?
Threatened another kid for
money? If so , how often?
Beat up kids or adults who
haven ’t done anything to you?
If so , how often?
Yes No
o 1 - 2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
"',
Number: Date: Place:
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Senior high school
2. How far do you think most
people would say a person
should go in school before he
quits and begins working?
8th grade 9 -11 th grade
Community college
~---~A~year or two Vocational
of! college school
College (4 years or more)
3. How far do you yourself
want to go in school?
8th ‘ grade 9 -11 th grade
Senio r high school
Community college
A year or two Vocational
of college school
College (4 years or m.ore)
Senior high school
4. How far do you think that you
will actually get before you
quit school?
8th grade 9 -11 th grade
Community college
A year or two Vocational
of college school
College (4 years or more)
5. Write the jobs on the rungs of the ladder, placing at the top the
job that you think would lead to the most succes s and at the
bottom the job that you think would be least succes sful.
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Number": Date: Place:
5. (continued)
The jobs are: Owner of a lunch stand
Manager of a grocery store
Accountant ... bookkeeper
。wne r of a manufacturing
company
Electrician
r
ll
e
r
r-t
0-r따
.뱅
1α
E‘‘
lI
’
없
m피
낸
.다
m
t
m
p
.피
낀
따
a
가
P
TJ
rI
Il
‘
Truck Drive r
6. Now place those jobs on this ladcler , placing the job that Y..으묘
would like be st to have a t the top and the one that you would like
least to have at the bottom:
7. Place the jobs on the ladder, placing the job that you think you
have the best chance of having at the top and the one that you
think you have the least chance of having at the bottom. (Thi s
means your best chance of having it in a few years -- not now).
Number:
7. (continued)
Date: Place:
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8. Have any of your close friends ever' done any of these things?
Circle answer yes or no. If answer yes , circle answer howoften:
Driven a motorcycle without a
driver' s license? If so,
how often?
Driven a car without a driver' s
license? If so , how often?
Disobeyed their parents ’
authority (to their face)?
If so , how often?
Taken little things that did not
belong to them? If so , how
often?
Bought or drunk beer , wine ,
or liquor (including drinking
at home)? If so, how often?
Run away from home? If so,
how often?
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
More than 9
On purpose , damaged or de- Yes No
strayed things that did not belong
to them? If so, how often? 0 1 -2 3-9 More than 9
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Number: Date: Place:
8. (continued)
Yes No
0 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Yes No
0 1-2 3-9 More than 9
None 。ne or two
Threatened another kid for
money? If so , how often?
Beat up kids or adults who
haven ’t done anything to them?
If so, how often?
9. How many young people (under
21) do you know who have eve r
been in trouble with the police three -five six-ten
for other than a traffic viola-
tion? Circle answer. More than ten
None one or two10. How many young people do you
know (under 21) who , have been
taken to District or Juvenile
Court?
three -five six-ten
Mo re than ten
11. Do you think that you might do any of these things in the future?
If so , how often? Circle answer yes or no. If answer yes ,
circle how often.
Drive a motorcycle without a Yes No
driver' s license? If so , how
often? 0 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Drive a car without a driver's Yes No
license? If so , how often? 0 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Disobey your parents ’ Yes No
authority (to their face)? If
so , how often? 0 1-2 3-9 , More than 9
Take little things that do not Yes No
belong to you (wo rth Ie s s than
$2. OO)? If so , how often? 0 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Buy or drink beer , wine , or Yes No
liquor (including drinking at
horne) ? If so, how often? 0 1 -2 3-9 More than 9
Number: Date:
11. (continued)
Run away from home? If so ,
how often?
On purpose , dam.age or
destroy things that do not
belong to you? If so, how
often?
Threaten another kid for
m.oney? If so , how often?
Beat up kids who hadn 't done
anything to you? If so, how
often?
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Place:
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9 More than 9
Yes No
o 1-2 3-9 More than 9
12. Let' s imagine for a moment that you have done each of these
things. How likely do you think it would be that your parents
would find out about it? Circle your answer.
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
13. If you were to do these things , how likely do you think it would
be that your neighbors wouldfind out about it?
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
14. If you were to do these things , how likely do you think it would
be that your friends would find out about it?
y1l4e파Ln
‘
ev Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
15. If you were to do these things , how likely do you think it would
be that the police would catch you?
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
16. If your parents found out that you had done these things , how
likely do you think it would be that they would punish you?
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
Number: Date: Place:
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17. If the police caught you doing these things , how likely do you
think that they. would have done anything about it?
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
18. If your neighbors found out that you had done these things , how
likely do you think that they would have done anything about it?
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
19. If your friends found out that you had done these things , how
likely do you think_ it is that they would do anything about it?
Very Likely Likely Unlikely Very Unlikely
20. Do you like the neighborhood you live in?
Very much Somewhat Not very much Not atall
21. How many of your close friends live in your neighborhood?
0-3 4-7 8 or more
22. How many of your close friends went to your school?
0-3 4-7 8 or more
23. How many of your close friends ran around together in a group?
0-3 4-7 8 or more
24. What kinds of activities did you usually participate in ?
Club meetings or club activities?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Dances or parties?
Very frequently. Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Church activitie s ?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Number:
24. (continued)
Movies?
Date: Place:
124
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Fi shing -hunting?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Picnics?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Baseball ?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Basketball ?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Honda riding?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Boating?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
Loafing?
Very frequently Quite often Sometimes Seldom Never
25. Who usually accompanied you to these activities? Put a check
after the person who did any of the above things with you.
E‘ ather
Mother
Brother
Number: Date: Place:
25.. (continued) Sister
Other relative
Friends
W
‘
”
-ur
e
k
m갱
m
a
a
o
G
G
N
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26. If you checked that you participated in the activity in que stion 24
at all; write in space after these questions one of the above
persons or no one;
Who usually accompanied you t。
dances or parties?
Who usually went with you t。
church activities?
Who usually went with you to
the movies?
Who usually w:ent with you
fishing or hunting?
Who usually went with you
on picnics?
Who usually went with you to
baseball ?
Who usually wentwith you to
ba sketball ?
Who usually went Honda
riding with you?
Who usually went boating
with you?
Who usually loafed with you?
Respondent' s
5ignificant~~ ~~()n~
mother or mother person
father or father person
brother
$ister
grandparents
police
correctional officers and counselors
school personnel
public welfare workers and homemaker
public health nurses
doctors
lawyers
ministers鋼
돼
앓
뾰
3
e
--m
d
·짧
쉰
않
u
u
n
b
b
￡
gang members
mother ’s boy friend
12.6
